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“HEIL HAY" 


NTI NAZIS distributed leaflets 

in the “free city of Danzig” on 
the eve of the celebration of the fifti- 
eth birthday of Hitler. The slogan of 
the leaflets was “Heil Butter’. The 
implication is clear to anyone acquaint- 
ed with the Nazi practice of putting 
the population on rations of food sub- 
stitutes in order to utilize a larger 
share of the national income and re- 
sources for armaments. The authors 
of the leaflets thus called upon the 
Danzig population to show their pre- 
ference for butter'to Hitler. In itself, 
I would say that this would be a wise 
choice. Such an appeal could no 
doubt also be quite effective under 
certain circumstances. 


Nevertheless the report in the press . 


concerning these leaflets left a certain 
unpleasant aftertaste. In the struggle 
against the encroachment of the Hitler 
legions, the anti Nazis did not find it 
necessary to issue the call of “Heil 
Democracy” or freedom or socialism 
and butter and preferred to stick to the 
undoubted merits of butter alone. 
Their doing so should not be held as a 
reflection on their own preferences. It 
is more than likely that knowing the 
temper of the people to whom they 
were speaking, they came to the con- 
clusion that the more materialistic ap- 
peal would evoke a more ready re- 
sponse. This, precisely, is the depress- 
ing aspect of the affair, for it may be 
taken as an indication of the low level 
that the masses have descended to. 

The materialistic factor was always 
important in movements of rebellion, 
but it is hard to cite any revolutionary 
upsurge which was not motivated by 
certain human ideals in addition to the 
struggle for bread, with or without 
butter. In the American revolution it 
was freedom; in the Civil War it was 
unity and emancipation. The French 
revolution raised the banner of frater- 
nity and equality. The Bolsheviks 
rode into power on the slogan of bread 
and peace. But in Danzig in 1939 it 
is only “Heil Butter”—no more. 

Is such an approach really effective 
in the long run? If only butter and 
nothing else matters, then why should 
the masses in Germany, or in any other 
dictatorial country, seriously resist their 
regimes? What is to prevent Nazi 
Germany, where the fifty and fifty five 
hour week is already prevalent, from 
etxending the working week to sixty or 
even more hours and thus to provide 
the population with butter as well as 
with canons? 

I know, one should not underestim- 
ate the value of butter, or bread, or 
coffee. There are times when these 
things may become of such supreme 
importance to an individual or to large 
groups as to overshadow all other con- 
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siderations. Any person who had been 
out of work for a long period of time 
and who was compelled to suffer hun- 
ger will tell you that in direct propor- 
tion to the mounting hunger, all other 
interests, moral or intellectual, recede 
into the background until human con- 
sciousness becomes fixed in one great 
desire—to eat. At such times a piece 
of pie can be idolized to the same ex- 
tent that other, more spiritual prin- 
ciples were venerated before. A warm 
cup of coffee on a cold winter day may 
be as devoutly longed for by the pen- 
niless unemployed man even as a pious 
Jew devoutly longs for the coming of 
the Messiah. 

But with all due reverence to the 
most needed of the staffs of life, it is 
nevertheless a fact that the bare im- 
pulse for physical self preservation can 
achieve but little in the way of human 
progress. It can result in violent out- 
bursts, in bloodshed and even in the 
destruction of an existing regime. Be- 


yond that it can do nothing. The 
mass driven to rebellion by mere hun- 
ger would only end up by becoming 
saddled with a new set of ruthless ty- 
rants seeking power. By using the slo- 
gan ‘Heil Hay” it may be possible to 
lead a herd of cattle from one haystack 
to another but not to attain a higher 
measure of civilization. 

Why attach so much importance to a 
casual leaflet in a far away city? It 
would be unnecessary were it not sig- 
nificant as a symptom of a state of 
mind and at the same time also as a 
condemnation of a policy that had been 
followed during the past two decades 
by movements that should have known 
better. Would hundreds of millions 
of people in dictatorial countries so 
readily submit today to what amounts 
to a state of slavery merely to obtain 
employment and a scanty ration of 
food substitutes if they had not pre- 
viously been educated to think precise- 
ly in terms of ‘Heil Hay’? S. K. 
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EDITORIALS OF THE MONTH 








ILLEGAL IMMIGRANTS TO PALESTINE 
ORLD CONSCIENCE received another 


severe jolt when in an unusually brutal man- 
ner British authorities in Palestine ordered 263 il- 
legal Jewish immigrants to leave Haifa harbor on 
the unseaworthy Greek cattleboat Assimi after 
they attempted to land twelve days earlier. This 
inhuman action on the part of the British colonial 
administrators found an immediate and spontan- 
eous response in the Jewish community. A gen- 
eral strike at once broke out in Haifa and demon- 
strations of protest took place in other cities in the 
country. The immediate result of this action was 
that 180 illegal immigrants on another Greek ves- 
sel were permitted to land and were interned in 
quarantine. Another 218 immigrants who had 
landed on the coast and were wandering among 
the sand dunes were arrested and placed in a con- 
centration camp in Jaffa. 

The above-mentioned occurrences are not iso- 
lated instances and are but a dramatic culmination 
of a tragic process that has been going on for some 
time. Illegal immigrants have been coming into 
Palestine for some time and ever so often there 
have been reports of arrests, hunger strikes of im- 
migrants about to be deported and actual deporta- 
tions. The magnitude of the occurrences of the 
past few days are merely an indication of the 
growing desperation of exiles and refugees from 
European horrors which prepares them to risk the 
bayonets of British police on the chance of success- 
fully evading the immigration authorities and of 
the uncommonly brutal attitude of England in the 
face of the crying need of the thousands of Jews 
drifting on the seven seas. 


For the month of April, the Palestine govern- 
ment has issued the ridiculous schedule of less than 
one thousand certificates for legal immigrants. 
This move, which was also a.departure from the 
previous procedure of issuing immigration sched- 
ules for six months, intensified the bitterness of the 
Jewish community in Palestine which has always 
had to carry on a difficult struggle before obtain- 
ing even a partial fulfillment of the immigration 
needs. At the same time the hunt for “illegals” 
has become intensified during the past weeks and 
was being carried out more rigorously than ever in 
the past. Considering the “efficiency” with which 
the British applied themselves to the task, and the 
inhuman deportations of illegal immigrants who 
had fled German concentration camps and who 
were faced with immediate arrest or even execu- 
tion upon their return, it would seem as if England 


had come to the conclusion that their admission to 
Palestine would be a threat to British interests at 
least equalling the threat from the Axis. The 
British certainly spare no effort and energy in the 
attempt to catch the unfortunate wanderers who 
would avail themselves of the home which Eng- 
land promised to help them build, and they show 
an uncommon initiative in this noble endeavor 
when compared with their fumbling attempts in 
other fields. This surprising British display of 
energy is particularly suspicious when we bear in 
mind that throughout the past three years Arab 
terrorists were coming into the country across its 
eastern and norther borders, not to live and work 
peacefully, but to engage in murder and arson and 
yet they met with no great difficulties of entry. 
Even after these terrorists had started on their 
career of bloodshed and violence, a long time 
passed before the British authorities took any ef- 
fective steps to dislodge them from their mountain 
strongholds. 


The logical and unavoidable conclusion is that 
the recent intensified hunt after illegal immigrants 
is but another sellout on the part of England in its 
attempts to ‘‘appease’”’ the Arabs at the expense of 
Jewish immigration. But whatever the cause may 
be, British efforts in this respect are doomed to fail- 
ure. Immigration to Palestine, in fact the entire 
basis of the Zionist movement, is founded in dyna- 
mic processes taking place in Jewish life which can- 
not be nullified by the issuing of a ridiculously low 
immigration schedule or by any other decrees. 
Immigration of European Jews to Palestine is not 
the result of a whim, but is fed by powerful fac- 
tors in the political life of the continent and by the 
will to live of the Jewish people. These forces 
have existed in the past and they are particularly 
acute today. As long as they operate, Jews will 
go to Palestine—legally if possible, illegally if a 
hostile administration blocks the way as a result of 
its own political calculations which have nothing to 
do with the economic absorptive capacity of Pales- 
tine. Jews settled illegally in Palestine under Tur- 
kish rule before the World War and Ottoman 
bureaucracy could neither completely prevent them 
from entering nor could it effectively dislodge 
them after they had settled. Neither will any de- 
cree of the British government stop the tide of 
Jewish refugees who, forced to leave their old 
homes, are knocking at the doors of Palestine. 
Some of the illegal immigrants may be caught and 
deported, some may be placed in concentration 
camps, but the human stream will continue to flow 
to Palestine shores. We know that the British 
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Empire is more “efficient” than the old Turkish 
empire. But if it is to achieve its brutal goal it 
will have to guard every inch of the Palestine coast 
and build many additional prisons and concentra- 
tion camps to accommodate all the illegal immig- 
rants. Will this be the British policy in the future? 
Have Chamberlain and MacDonald decided to 
transform the Jewish National Home into a Jew- 
ish national concentration camp? 

The spontaneous general strike in Haifa, which 
lasted only a few hours, and the protests in other 
Palestinian cities have forced the British adminis- 
tration to allow the 180 refugees to land, instead 
of deporting them at once. Further pressure may 
yet gain permission for them to remain permanent- 
ly in the country. The justified strong protests of 
Jewry throughout the world can do much toward 
forcing England to abandon altogether its hunt of 
illegal immigrants who have succeeded in escaping 
the European hell. 


LET THE CHILDREN IN 
HE SAME issue of the New York Times 


which reported the Senate discussions in re- 
gard to the Wagner-Rogers Bill to admit 20,000 
refugee children from Germany, contained a letter 
from the principal of a New York school which 
is worth noting. The letter did not deal directly 
with Senator Wagner’s proposal, but few more 
poignant comments on the situation of the German 
Jewish child have been made. The principal had 
asked two refugee children in his school—intel- 
ligent, well bred children of eight and ten—how 
they like America. The simple and infinitely pa- 
thetic answer had been: “We like it very much 
because nobody throws stones at us.”” The Wag- 
ner-Rogers Bill would admit 20,000 such chil- 
dren under the age of 14, outside the quota, 
within the next two years. The children would be 
selected by the American Friends Committee, a 
Quaker organization, which would choose not only 
Jewish children but Catholics, Protestants and 
“Non-Aryans”’ according to the needs of the in- 
dividual case. No children would be admitted 
until adequate provision for their care had been 
made by child welfare organizations which would 
place them in foster-homes eager to receive them. 
The children would not become public charges. 
They are too young to compete for employment. 
They are in desperate need. 

It is a melancholy commentary on the change 
in the political and moral atmosphere of the 
United States that so modest a proposal should 
evoke the amount of discussion at present going 
on. The crucial issue as to whether the vast, 
wealthy United States should rescue a handful of 
tortured children: from the German inferno is 
being debated ad nauseam. Hearings are being 
held. “Patriotic” organizations have sent repre- 
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sentatives to announce to our legislators that the 
sacred immigration laws are endangered, that 
hordes of “undesirable” aliens will swarm into 
our land if these children are permitted to enter. 
Reactionaries of all shades have suddenly dis- 
covered the sharecroppers and “our poor”. The 
phantom of a refugee child has brought a previ- 
ously well concealed solicitude for ‘‘our under- 
privileged” to a boiling point in the most unex- 
pected quarters. 

The excitement and prolonged argument might 
perhaps be justified if a really major step of salva- 
tion, such as a real opening of the traditional land 
of refuge to the victims of persecution, were being 
contemplated. There would be time for elaborate 
hearings if a fundamental revision or adaptation 
of our immigration laws were under consideration. 
Unfortunately, no such farsighted, generous and 
wholly American act is being proposed. The hue 
and cry raised by opponents of the Wagner- 
Rogers Bill about the admission of 20,000 chil- 
dren spaced over two years is a shameful spectacle. 
Poorer and smaller countries have not hesitated 
to shelter children fleeing from the daily martyr- 
dom of life under the Nazis. Great America can 
do no less. There are limits to “isolation”. There 
are limits to washing one’s hands off innocent 
blood. There are limits to barring one’s door and 
stuffing one’s ears so that the cry of despair will 
not disturb the warmth of one’s own room. 


POLISH JEWS 


C WOULD be a mistake to interpret the enthu- 
siastic response of Polish Jewry to the Govern- 
ment’s appeal for financial aid and moral prepara- 
tion in the face of the present international crisis 
as merely a reaction to the anti-Axis policy of Po- 
land. This patriotism of the Polish Jews is a nat- 
ural sentimental expression of their attachment to 
Polish soil on which they have lived for nearly a 
thousand years. It is also based in a large meas- 
ure upon the mutuality of interests which connects 
the Jews with the non-Jews in Poland. They have 
not forgotten the history of the 18th and 19th cen- 
turies when the loss of Polish liberty devolved to 
the detriment of the Jews who were made subject 
to Czarist autocracy. The spectre of the possible 
Nazi domination of Poland is even more repug- 
nant to the Jews than to the Poles. 

The present adversity only provided an occasion 
—perhaps a spectacular occasion—for the mani- 
festation of a patriotism which the Jews have dis- 
played in spite of their treatment as step-children. 
This does not mean that the Jews have forgotten 
even at the present time the injustices being per- 
petrated against them by Polish society and its 
government. On the contrary, more than ever be- 
fore, they emphasize that the integrity and inde- 
pendence of Poland cannot efficiently be safe- 
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guarded unless the rights of all its citizens are 
safeguarded. We need not be surprized, there- 
fore, that the poverty-stricken Jews contributed 
more than their share to the defense funds of the 
country. 

It would, however, be a mistake to think that 
the more rabid Polish nationalists have been prop- 
erly impressed with the patriotic manifestations of 
the Jews. Neither the Government nor the var- 
ious nationalist parties have evinced any signs of a 
change in attitude toward the Jewish citizens of 
that country. On the contrary, in spite of such 
sacrifices, Polish professional organizations are 
going on undisturbed with their petty discrimina- 
tions against the Jews. Boycott propaganda is 
continuing unabated. At the very climax of the 
crisis, rulers of the country voted in favor of the 
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bill to prohibit the practice of shehita. Nor did 
Colonel Beck fail during his visit to England to 
raise the perennial problem of the emigration of 
Poland’s “surplus” Jewish population. 

In spite of these factors, the course of Polish 
Jewry is the only one they can follow. Their im- 
mediate task is to help the country along the road 
of the opposition to the Axis. The connection of 
Poland with the Western democracies cannot but 
give encouragement to the democratic forces in the 
country. As the crisis deepens, such forces are 
bound to reassert themselves and demand more of 
a share in the shaping of the Government’s 
policies. This must of necessity slow down the 
stampede of the Polish Government and society 
towards anti-Semitism. In times like ours, even 
mere hope is a consolation. 


My Escape From Prague 


A LITTLE legend has developed about me— 
that I fled and had the good fortune to 
escape Czechoslovakia on the last train that left 
the country. Actually the story sounds somewhat 
different. It was all an accident, or if you will, 
the hand of Providence. I had no intention of 
fleeing for I did not believe that danger was hov- 
ering so near at hand. To be exact, I and my 
friends (a group of about 150 Zionists) crossed 
the border hardly five minutes before it was 
closed. But I did not hurry. I did not know that 
I had every reason to hurry. I had no apprehen- 
sions. My escape was thus not a preconceived 
plan which luckily met with success. It was a 
coincidence of two series of events. 

Some time ago I had set the date of my de- 
parture for March 14. For many weeks I had 
carried in my’ pocket the steamship ticket for 
cabin 228 on the S. S. Bessarabia which was to sail 
from Constanza on the 17th of March at 1 A. M. 
I would have left before that date but I had the 
premonition that the bureaucratic authorities 
would not release me so soon. And I was correct 
on that, for despite all efforts and interventions 
I received my passport with the necessary visas 
and permits only a few hours before my departure. 
I had already intended to postpone my voyage for 
eight days and sail on the next boat, the S. S. 
Transylvania. As I now realize, I would have 
found myself in Sharon’s death boat. 


At the time we left Prague there was idyllic 
peace in the city. The dreaded Sunday, March 12, 
passed quietly. The Germans invented a holiday 
on that day and celebrated it with a display of 
swastika banners, all of the same size, which in- 


® by Max Brod 


dicated that they were obviously prescribed by the 
organization. The banners were of large dimen- 
sions reaching from the second story almost to 
the ground. But the Czechs did not allow them- 
selves to be trapped by this provocation. They 
stationed a policeman at each banner. The people 
ignored them altogether. 

Before we departed in the evening it was 
rumored that the swastika youth were marching 
four abreast through the main streets shouting 
“sieg heil’”’. But the police protected them. They 
were nowhere molested. When we went to the 
train at 11 o'clock at night, the streets were quiet. 
There was no excitement. 

My friends were at the station to see us off. 
They would follow us soon. Many had already 
obtained their certificates and had almost gotten 
by the chicanery of the authorities. We would see 
each other happily again in Eretz Israel. One 
would arrive the following month, another with- 
in three months and still another in the fall. 

The latest news in the papers announced that 
president Hacha had gone to see Hitler. What 
did it mean? Well, they were negotiating. We 
had known for some time that Hitler was not 
satisfied with the government. Even Beran was 
too liberal to suit him. In all probability Beran 
would have to dismiss the leftist ministers and 
appoint a few fascists to government positions. 
Very sad! The pessimists thought that perhaps 
a new, totally fascist regime would be set up in 
Czechia. That the Germans would arrive in per- 
son, no one predicted. 

Before we boarded the train a rumor was be- 
ing whispered that Moravian Ostrau had been oc- 
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cupied by German troops. (Moravian Ostrau 
was since October, 1938 the Polish-Czech 
border.) “Nonsense,” said one. “As long as 
Hacha is with Hitler in Berlin, such a thing can- 
not happen. Are they not negotiating still?” Then 
someone opined that the German troops were 
marching through Moravian Ostrau into Slovakia 
which had just become “independent” (i.e. Ger- 
man). Everyone agreed on this reasonable inter- 
pretation of the rumor. Finally someone con- 
tended he had just communicated with Moravian 
Ostrau over the telephone. There was not a 
trace of German troops. 

The Englishman Stopford (who was formerly 
a member of the Runciman Mission and had been 
recently sent to Prague to supervise the British 
loan for refugee work) came to the train. Several 
of the departing were introduced to him. He as- 
sured us that the rumor about Moravian Ostrau 
had no grain of truth in it. In the meantime the 
rumor spread like wildfire and stories were circu- 
lated that the Germans had already occupied Ol- 
muetz, Bruenn, Iglau. Then the whole story 
appeared to us to be totally incredible. It con- 
tradicted itself by exaggeration. 

The Germans were protecting the railroad sta- 
tion in Ostrau because they were marching into 
Slovakia. That was most plausible. Now we 
would try to get some sleep. At four in the mor- 
ning we would be awakened by the customs ofh- 
cials at the border. We had at most five hours for 
sleep and we wanted to take advantage of that. 

I actually took advantage of those five hours 
and slept through without a break although I am 
generally not a heavy sleeper. I had been so 
exhausted in the preceding weeks. One could 
write a volume on how the authorities treated a 
person who, for instance, had to obtain a certifi- 
cate of payment of taxes. One became so despe- 
rate that one would rather pay the taxes again, 
if that had helped receiving the certificate more 
rapidly. Yet the Czech authorities were polite 
throughout. They expressed their regrets that I 
was leaving Prague: “We shall see each other 
again very soon when everything quiets down. 
You will return then.” This bureaucratic system 
—as described by Kafka in his novels The Castle 
and The Trial—was what bled us dry. There 
must have been within this system a number of 
sadists who always discovered new edicts when the 
prescribed ones had just been complied with so 
that the poor emigrant should become entangled 
in a barbed wire barricade of regulations. (How 
many of my friends were actually left behind in 
Prague on account of some insignificant para- 
graph. ) 

I wanted to recuperate completely from all 
that. I fell soundly asleep. That was my last 
peaceful sleep for many weeks that followed. Not 








everybody on the train that scuttled through the 
night was so unconcerned. Several believed the 
silly rumor that the Germans had occupied Ostrau. 
The people in some of the cars spent the latter 
part of the trip in great unrest, especially after 
someone who boarded the train in Olmuetz 
brought new tales of horror. 


I was awakened at four A. M., dressed myself 
in the sleeping car and walked across the tracks 
into the car where a place had been reserved for 
me. As I was going up the steep steps, a young 
lad wearing a swastika armband alighted from the 
car. “Here is another one playing supervisor”, 
I thought to myself. I had met so many of these 
fellows in the Sudetenland and especially last 
Sunday I had seen so many swastika banners. that 
the sight of this lad was of no particular signifi- 
cance to me. It seems that I am an incorrigible 
optimist. 

As I got into the car I stepped to the window. 
Near the tracks about ten feet away there stood 
a German soldier donned in full military outfit. 
He carried his rifle with fixed bayonet at hip 
level, stretched forward, ready to dart forth and 
shoot. 

It is difficult to explain why even the sight of 
this man in the steel helmet did not frighten me. 
I venture to give a paradoxical reason: perhaps 
I remained so calm because this soldier was so 
handsome. He had the stern countenance of a 
Roman legionaire and looked firm and distin- 
guished because of his tall stature. For a long 
time I stared at this man who was perhaps one 
of our sworn enemies. Strange as it may seem I| 
felt neither fear nor abhorrence. It has been my 
weakness that I have always admired beauty. This 
temptation has often had a portentous influence 
on me. This weakness of mine has led me astray 
and created a sort of vacancy in my mind as I 
looked at this enemy. 

However, I have another explanation, perhaps 
a quasi-political and more serious one, as to why 
I was so calm while facing that alien soldier. In 
my calmness there was reflected the peace and 
security of the Czech state. It is not true to say 
that Czechia was in a state of disintegration. The 
newspaper readers who followed the events from 
a distance and heard of the many critical moments 
the government in Prague had experienced of 
late, might have gained that impression—much as 
a reader who knows Palestine only through news- 
paper reports might think that everything was 


topsy-turvy in that beautiful country. One who 


had experienced all that at close range formed a 
different opinion. For us, in Prague, the authority 
of the government was unshaken and the public 
and cultural forces of the Czech people showed no 
sign of decline. Everything ran along an even 
course. Especially in the days following the Sep- 
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tember crisis, the economic conditions began to 
stabilize themselves. There was no serious ten- 
sion in the relationship with Germany or among 
the various parties. It was a period of profound 
peace. We were pounced upon in the midst of that 
reign of peace. 

The soldier at Moravian Ostrau and the objec- 
tive indifference with which I observed him, are 
the symbol and the incontenstible evidence of that 
state of peace that could not be disturbed even by 
the spectacle of war. 
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The Czech customs officials boarded the train. 
They went through quickly without checking and 
a few minutes later we rumbled across the Polish 
border. Immediately after we crossed, there ar- 
rived the telegram ordering the border to be 
closed. In Krakow we discovered that the Czech 
state was destroyed. We were rescued. 

But our friends who came to see us off at the 
Wilson station in Prague and were to follow us 
after one or two or six months—where are they? 
What happened to them since? When will they 
join us here to embrace us again? 


Mark Twain About The Jews 


NDER THE title of ‘‘ ‘Jewish Persecution’ 

A Business Passion—Mark Twain” a leaf- 
let is being circulated, ostensibly by one Robert 
Edward Edmondson, ‘‘Public Relations Counsel,” 
P.O. Box 19, Trinity Station, N. Y. City. It is 
based on excerpts from an essay by Mark Twain 
called ‘Concerning the Jews.” A vile and dis- 
honest misrepresentation of that essay, it is as 
vicious a bit of propaganda as I have ever seen, 
and I take this occasion to get the facts in print. 

The introductory paragraph says that Mark 
Twain, “‘it is alleged by Jews, was pro-Jewish.” 
I do not know about that, but certainly he had a 
lifelong admiration for the Jewish people, which 
he frequently expressed. The paragraph con- 
tinues, “his daughter married a Jew, the Russian- 
born pianist Ossip Gabrilowitsch.” That is true. 
Then. 

Occasionally the humorist wrote in a friendly way 
about the Jews; but in the March, 1898, issue of Harp- 
er’s Magazine, under the heading “Concerning The 
Jews” he compiled a devastating analysis of Jew ac- 
tivities, which article was reproduced in a volume en- 
titled “The Man That Corrupted Hadleyburg” and 
other stories by Mark Twain, 1900 copyright. The 
last edition of this book was issued in 1928, copyrighted 
by Mrs. Gabrilowitsch—AND THE ARTICLE “CON- 
CERNING THE JEWS” WAS DELETED. Why? 
Your guess is as good as mine! From the article pub- 
lished in Harper's Magazine in 1898 the following 
extracts are taken in review. 

We shall see in a moment what kind of article 
“Concerning the Jews’ is, but let us first examine 
the insinuation that it has been suppressed by Mrs. 
Gabrilowitsch. It is true that the article once 
formed part of the collection of stories and essays 
called ““The Man That Corrupted Hadleyburg” 
and does so no longer. But it does form a part 
of another collection called ‘In Defense of Har- 
riet Shelley and Other Essays,”’ which is in print 
and is sold everywhere in America. This change 
was made in 1917 when Mr. Albert Bigelow 





® by Bernard DeVoto 


Paine, Mark Twain’s literary executor, was re- 
arranging the contents of the collected works. 
The change was made entirely on Mr. Paine’s 
decision, for reasons which had to do wholly with 
problems of arrangement. The volume in which 
the essay now appears sells just as freely and 
just as often as the one in which it was originally 
published. It is not now out of print and, since 
its original publication, never has been. The essay 
is also separately published as a paper-bound 
pamphlet at twenty-five cents. This edition was 
first published in 1934 and has been on sale ever 
since. 

Toward the end of 1897, while Mark Twain 
was living in Vienna, there occurred one of the 
periodic riots in the Reichsrath over the Aus- 
gleich between Austria and Hungary. The gov- 
ernment put a stop to it with military force and, 
as a result, more serious riots broke out in various 
parts of the country, especially in Bohemia. The 
facts can be found in any general history of Nine- 
teenth Century Europe—they read strangely 
like events of the last year— and our only con- 
cern with the episode is that, as always in such 
disturbances, certain elements used the political 
agitation as a cover for attacks on the Jews. Mark 
Twain wrote an account of the episode which, 
under the title of “Stirring Times in Austria,” was 
published in Harper's Magazine for March, 
1898. He mentioned the attacks on the Jews and 
various people wrote to him inquiring why the 
Jews, innocent parties in the political dispute, had 
been, as he said, “harried and plundered.” In 
answer, he determined to examine the whole 
“Jewish problem” and wrote ‘Concerning the 
Jews,” which was published in Harper’s for Sep- 
tember, 1899. (Not March, 1898, as the Ed- 
mondson leaflet says.) 

The essay ‘sets out to explain anti-Semitism. 
It is not, in my opinion, a very profound or very 
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searching analysis, but certainly it is extremely 
favorable to the Jews. The inquiry is devoted to 
six points. The first is the citizenship of the Jew, 
and Mark brings in this finding: 

Summed up, they [the facts just examined] certify 
that he is quiet, peaceable, industrious, unaddicted to 

. high crimes and brutal dispositions; that his family 
life is commendable; that he is not a burden upon 
public charities; that he is not a beggar; that in benevo- 
lence he is above the reach of competition. 

The second subdivision undertakes to answer 
the question: Can ignorance and fanaticism alone 
account for his [the Jew’s] unjust treatment? 
It is from this part of the essay that most of the 
quotations in the Edmondson leaflet are taken. 
Many of them are disgustingly garbled and all 
of them are wrenched from their context in such 
a way as to completely obscure Mark Twain’s 
essential point, which was his conviction that the 
Jews are the most intelligent people in the world 
and that the persecution of the Jews has been 
due, throughout history, to the inferiority and con- 
sequent envy of other people. Thus Mark writes, 
“If he [the Jew] set up as a doctor, he was the 
best one, and he took the business.” In the Ed- 
mondson leaflet the sentence appears, “If he set 
up as a doctor, he took the business.”” What has 
been omitted here is the essence of Mark’s argu- 
ment, and it is repeatedly omitted as the leaflet 
goes on selecting parts of the essay that can be 
twisted to its use. - 

Thus the leaflet quotes as follows: 

In Berlin a few years ago I read a speech which 
frankly urged THE EXPULSION OF THE JEWS 
FROM GERMANY. And the agitator’s reason was 
this: “Eighty-five per cent of the successful lawyers of 
Berlin were Jews; and that about the same percentage 
of great businesses of all sorts in Germany were IN THE 
HANDS OF THE JEWS. THE MOTIVE OF PER- 
SECUTION STANDS OUT AS CLEAR AS DAY. 
What Mark Twain actually wrote is: 

In Berlin a few years ago I read a speech which 
frankly urged the expulsion of the Jews from Ger- 
many; and the agitator’s reason was as frank as his 
proposition. It was this: that eighty-five per cent 
of the successful lawyers of Berlin were Jews, and that 
about the same percentage of the great and lucrative 
businesses of all sorts in Germany were in the hands of 
the Jewish race! Isn’t it an amazing confession? It was 
but another way of saying that in a population of 
48,000,000, of whom only 500,000 were registered as 
Jews, eighty-five per cent. of the brains and honesty of 
the whole was lodged in the Jews. I must insist upon 
the honesty—it is an essential of successful business, 
taken by and large. Of course it does not rule out 
rascals entirely, even among Christians, but it is a good 
working rule, nevertheless. The speaker's figures may 
have been inexact, but the motive of persecution stands 
out as clear as day. 

In other words, the leaflet omits entirely what 
Mark Twain considered the entire explanation of 
practically all persecution of Jews, their superior 
intelligence and honesty. Or, as he put it in a 
letter to Twinchell, ‘The difference between the 
brain of the average Christian and that of the 








average Jew—certainly in Europe—is about the 
difference between a tadpole’s brain and an arch- 
bishop’s.” Or, as he put it in a notebook, “The 
Jews have the best average brain of any people 
in the world . . . They are peculiarly and con- 
spicuously the world’s intellectual aristocracy.” 
That is the whole point of this part of his essay. 
He decides that the envy of inferior but more 
powerful peoples has been the real cause of the 
persecutions of the Jews. The Edmondson pam. 
phlet is using the familiar technique of suppress- 
ing essential portions of an argument in order to 
misrepresent it for use as propaganda. It does 
so throughout. 

The essay goes on to advise the Jews to or- 
ganize politically. Mark says that they have con- 
spicuously failed to do so and that, if they will 
organize, they can put a stop to persecution. “It 
will not be well to let that race find out its 
strength. If the horses knew theirs, we should not 
ride any more.” 

Mark then addresses himself to the question: 
Will the persecution of the Jews ever come to an 
end? His conclusion is that dislike of the Jews 
will probably continue, for “by his make and ways 
he is substantially a foreigner wherever he may 
be, and even the angels dislike a foreigner.” But 
persecution, he thinks will end, in fact is ending 
(in 1898). “That is, here and there in spots 
about the world, where a barbarous ignorance 
and a sort of mere animal civilization prevail 
[persecution will continue]; but I do not think 
that elsewhere the Jew need now stand in any fear 
of being robbed and raided.” 

In view of the tragic failure of that prophecy 
(though perhaps it is not a failure after all, con- 
sidering the reservation ‘‘where a barbarous ig- 
norance and a sort of mere animal civilization 
prevail”) it will be interesting to quote the final 
paragraph of the essay, to suggest on which side 
Mark Twain would be enlisted if he were living 
now. Curiously enough, the Edmondson leaflet 
does not quote it: 

If statistics are right, the Jews constitute but one 
percent. of the human race. It suggests a nebulous dim 
puff of star dust lost in the blaze of the Milky Way. 
Properly the Jew ought hardly to be heard of; but 
he is heard of, has always been heard of. He is as 
prominent on the planet as any other people, and his 
commercial importance is extravagantly out of propor- 
tion to the smallness of his bulk. His contributions to 
the world’s list of great names in literature, science, 
art, music, finance, medicine, and abstruse learning are 
also away out of proportion to the weakness of his 
numbers. He has made a marvelous fight in this world, 
in all the ages; and has done it with his hands tied be- 
hind him. He could be vain of himself, and be ex- 
cused for it. The Egyptian, the Babylonian, and the 
Persian rose, filled the planet with sound and splendor, 
then faded to dream-stuff and passed away; the Greek 
and the Roman followed, and made a vast noise, and 

they are gone; other peoples have sprung up and held 
their torch high for a time, but it burned out, and they 
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sit in twilight now, or have vanished. The Jew saw 
them all, beat them all, and is now what he always was, 
exhibiting no decadence, no infirmities of age, no weak- 
ening of his parts, no slowing of his energies, no dul- 
ling of his alert and aggressive mind. All things are 
mortal but the Jew; all other forces pass but he re- 
mains. What is the secret of his immortality ? 
“Concerning the Jews” is not, I have said, an 
exhaustive analysis of the history of anti-Semitism. 
But certainly it is a warmhearted expression of 
Mark Twain’s lifelong liking and admiration for 
the Jews, and certainly the Edmondson leaflet 


The Final Warning 


i. 
HE LONDON conference on Palestine ended 


several weeks ago, but the initiators of this 
gathering have to date not issued any official dec- 
laration. The suggestions of the British cabinet 
were rejected both by the Jews and the Palestinian 
Arabs. The British government promised to an- 
nounce its final decision. So far this promise has 
not been fulfilled. 

No one knows when these decisions will be an- 
nounced. It is not even certain that at the time 
of their announcement the British cabinet will 
have its present composition. There is no cer- 
tainty that Parliament will approve the decisions 
of the cabinet. The international situation during 
which the conference was held may radically 
change. But although the official decisions have 
not yet been announced, the. public is well in- 
formed on the semi-official conclusions which have 
been voiced. These were publicized in the declara- 
tions and statements of important cabinet mem- 
bers. But before British policy embarks upon a 
new path in the solution (or the furthér entangle- 
ment) of the Palestine problem, let us consider 
the course we have recently traversed. 


II. 


What is the implication of the conclusions which 
Chamberlain’s cabinet reached after the Palestine 
conference? 

These may be divided into two groups: those 
which are related to the current problems of the 
Palestine population and those which are con- 
cerned with broader political and constitutional 
plans. The first group consists primarily of sug- 
gestions relating to immigration and land pur- 
chase. In the matter of Jewish immigration, the 
government suggests the continuation of the 
status quo for the coming five years. Since the 
publication of the report of the Peel Commission, 
a political high level has in fact been enforced on 
Jewish immigrations—one thousand persons a 
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has completely perverted it. There are in the 
Mark Twain Papers, of which I am now the 
custodian, many unpublished expressions of this 
same liking and admiration. I will see to it that 
they are published, but meanwhile the leaflet in 
question should be denounced as a lying and con- 
temptible misrepresentation, and those who are 
interested in knowing Mark Twain’s true attitude 
toward the Jews should go direct to the essay 
which it perverts. 


® by Eliezer Liebenstein 


month. The British government which, at the 
time, declared its acceptance in principle of the 
fundamental suggestions of the Peel Commission, 
(the partition of the country into two national 
states) has actually enforced only that commis- 
sion’s alternative recommendation—the _limita- 
tion of immigration. Now, after the London 
conference, the cabinet suggests that the condition 
under which we have been laboring for two years 
should be prolonged another five years. The only 
modification is that fifteen thousand should be 
allowed to immigrate annually instead of twelve 
thousand. 

In the matter of land purchase we have so far 
not heard any authoritative interpretations. But 
it is quite certain that the government will take 
the recommendations of the Woodhead commis- 
sion as its criterion. The conclusions of the 
Woodhead commission regarding the question of 
land purchase were the following: Jews should 
be allowed to buy land in those districts where 
they have heretofore bought considerable 
stretches; land acquisition should be limited in 
regions where Jews have previously bought but 
little and it should be completely prohibited in 
areas where Jews have not so far settled. The 
distant Negev region was left out of these calcula- 
tions and, after investigation, it was to revert to 
the status of an open area for Jewish coloniza- 
tion. It thus appears that so far as land purchase 
is concerned, the cabinet sought to transform pres- 
ent day tendencies into binding laws for the next 
five years. 

III. 

The legal limitations which the British govern- 
ment meant to impose on Jewish immigration 
and colonization in the next few years are not 
the most important of its suggestions. In order to 
enact such laws, or to conduct administrative 
practices in such a spirit, the entire cumbersome 
procedure of the London conference with its 
Jewish delegates from the entire world and Arab 
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statesmen from the near eastern kingdoms was 
not needed. The important demarche which the 
representatives of the British government pro- 
claimed at the closing of the conference concerns 
not the current problems of the Palestine popula- 
tion but the political foundation of the country. 
The English ministers recommended that the 
mandate, with its obligations toward the Jewish 
national home, should be abrogated in the course 
of five or ten years and that the administration 
of the country should be handed over to its in- 
habitants under definite conditions. As a result of 
the decrees that are to govern the land during 
the transition period, the majority of the inhab- 
itants will be Arabs. 

In order to emphasize British readiness to 
transform Palestine into an independent state, 
if was recommended that the country should enter 
a transitional stage from the day that the cabinet 
would announce its decision. During this period 
the main efforts of the government would be 
shifted from the administration of the mandate to 
the population of the country. Such was the 
essence of the declaration of the Chamberlain 
government concerning the political and constitu- 
tional innovations. But what will be the relation 
between the concrete form of their application and 
their avowed intention? 


We shall consider the transition period first. 
Even a casual consideration of the regime sug- 
gested for this period leads one to the conclusion 
that the practical political consequences of the 
recommendation wil be the direct opposite of the 
definition advanced by the cabinet members. In- 
stead of a period of limited British rule, it will be 
a time of more absolute British rule than hereto- 
fore under the mandate regime. Within the 
framework of the present mandate regime, Eng- 
lish administration was restricted in several fields. 
The interpretation of the text of the mandate and 
the control of the League of Nations clearly 
restricted the regime through definite instructions. 
Thus Britain could not deny its duty to facilitate 
Jewish immigration to the limits of the absorp- 
tive capacity of the country. In principle at least, 
it could not overlook the article concerning aid 
to compact colonization of Jews and Arabs. It 
was forced to take into considerations all sorts of 
legal and administrative limitations in economic, 
political and military questions which grew out 
logically from the status of the land as a man- 
dated area. 

The “transitional period’ does away with the 
concrete limitations that affected the mandatory 
regime and does not impose any new ones of 
significance. The two representative bodies that 
are to establish during this time are, from the 
point of view of political effectiveness, no more 
than a blind. The advisory council will, according 


to plan, be composed of government appointed 
members who will be powerless to reach any deci- 
sion. The reform of the government executive, 
which is to be attained in the course of a few 
years, will also change nothing. One half of its 
members ‘will, under any circumstances, be English 
officials. If, through a miracle, Jews and Arabs 
shall consent to participate in this executive and 
vote together on certain problems, the High Com- 
missioner will always have the last word through 
his unlimited veto right. An influential English 
newspaper warned that if the Jews and Arabs 
reject the recommendations of the cabinet, then 
the government will impose the status of a crown 
colony on Palestine. In reality the regime of the 
transition period (a period which is to lead to 
independence) will not differ from that of a crown 
colony. 


7. 


The end of the transition period should, pre- 
sumably, be followed by decisive changes in the 
political fate of Palestine. According to the plan 
of the British cabinet, the country will be handed 
over to its inhabitants who would set up an ad- 


ministration in accordance with the democratic - 


conception of majority and minority rights. Such 
is the avowed intention of the program. But what 
is its practical political essence ? 

According to the recommendation of the 
cabinet, the establishment of a Palestinian state 
will depend on at least two conditions: the con- 
sent of the Jews and a transition period of from 
five to ten years. These two conditions nullify 
the practical value of the plan. The Jews will 
never consent to an independent state in which 
they would remain a permanent minority. The 
political obligation which was assumed in 1939 
and is to be discharged in 1944 or 1949 may 
actually be considered as an obligation that is to 
be fulfilled at an indefinite date. More than once 
the Chamberlain government has failed to make 
good its promises and agreements. No one will 
take seriously its promise which is to be fulfilled 
only ten years later. 

The political future which the British cabinet is 
offering Palestine is distinguished by two char- 
acteristics: it takes everything away from the 
Jews and offers nothing to the Arabs. The obliga- 
tions to the Jewish national home are destroyed 
and the Jews are to be made to remain a per- 
manent minority in their homeland. Their main 
efforts—immigration and colonization are to be 
stopped in the course of time. So far as the Arabs 
are concerned, their main political aspiration— 
independence—is in advance doomed to death. 
There will be no Arab state either in the whole 
or in part of Palestine. The Arabs may not hope 
for any radical changes to take place during the 
transition period. They may feel certain that 
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after the transition period will pass, their inde- 
pendence will be further postponed. 

It is therefore natural that the Jewish delega- 
tion to the London conference unanimously re- 
jected them. Had the British government really 
expected a different culmination of the negotia- 
tions? Has it really desired to reach a construc- 
tive compromise with its recommendations? 

The proposals of the British cabinet in 1939 
and the recommendations of the Peel commission 
in 1937 are founded in the same assumptions. 
The cabinet as well as the royal commission as- 
sume that both peoples have great historical and 
moral rights in Palestine. But the conclusions of 
the Chamberlain government are the direct op- 
posite of the conclusions of the Peel commission. 
The royal commission said: since both peoples 
have certain rights in the country and since they 
cannot amicably realize their aims, let each people 
receive part of the country. The Chamberlain 
government concluded that since both peoples 
have rights in the country and they are unable to 
attain their aims in mutual cooperation, neither 
of them should receive anything. 

The recommendations of the Peel commission 
—irrespective of our acceptance or rejection— 
contained a sound and constructive basis. That 
commission sought to offer each of the peoples 
concerned a partial solution of its problem. The 
Peel commission said: if the Jews will be able to 
absorb their immigration in a defined area and to 
conduct colonization freely, they will in time over- 
come the humiliation of the concession which had 
been extorted from them and they will make peace 
with the government and with the Arabs. If the 
Arabs will enjoy independence in certain regions 
of the country, they will then find solace in con- 
structive work for their loss of territory and in 
time they will come to realize the value of co- 
operation with the Jews and the English. 

Instead of such an operation the Chamberlain 
government suggests a scheme of political suffo- 
cation. It does not satisfy the least of the na- 
tional aspirations of either the Jews or the Arabs, 
it offers no outlet for the positive energies of the 
peoples and it affords no basis for their national 
desire to exist. The present proposals bar all the 
roads for the aspirations of both Jews and Arabs 
and force the energies of both peoples into un- 
derground channels thus transforming them into 
explosive forces. 

The Chamberlain plan is destructive through- 
out. The Jews are confronted-with the Arabs as 
their enemies because the vital needs of the latter 
remain unsatisfied. The Arabs are made to feel 
that the Jews are the hindrance preventing the 
attainment of their national aspirations. Jewish 
immigration will be stopped because the Arabs 
object to it. Arab independence will be postponed 
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because of Jewish objections. To the extent that 
the proposals of the British cabinet will be put 
into effect, they will increase the contradictions 
between the two peoples which now live in Pales- 
tine and will destroy the relations between each 
of the two and the English. Both peoples will 
come to look upon the English as breakers of 
treaties and promises without any compensation. 
Both will draw the conclusion from their ex- 
perience that England is out only to satisfy its 
own interests without in the least fulfilling the 
needs of the others. 

The proposals of the present British cabinet 
concerning Palestine are so thoroughly destructive 
in their political implications, and the prospects 
of their enforcement is so absurd and dangerous 
from the British point of view that there is not 
the least prospect of their being put into effect 
for a long time. They will not stand the test of 
life for even one year, let alone for longer then 
that. 

But if the conclusions of the London con- 
ference do not solve any of the Palestine prob- 
lems and cannot endure, then why did the British 
government convoke the conference and why did 
it publicize its conclusions? The answer to this 
question may be found in the response of the 
various participating parties. to the proposals of 
the cabinet. While the Jews and the Palestine 
Arabs rejected the proposals, the Arab sates out- 
side of Palestine accepted them with satisfaction. 
If we are to judge the intentions of the conference 
according to its results then we must conclude 
that it was convoked to satisfy neither Jewish nor 
Arab aspirations. From the standpoint of Eng- 
land it was the aim of the conference to prepare 
the political slogans for the adherents of the pro- 
British orientation in the Near East and not to 
find a fundamental solution for the Palestine prob- 
lem. From this point of view, the conference may 
possibly be considered a success. It was a Pales- 
tine conference in name only, but not in content. 
It did not strive to find a constructive way out of 
the Palestine labyrinth and it left the Palestine 
problem in a more complicated state then when 
it began. 

The London conference did not result in the 
final political decision of Palestine’s fate. But 
it gave us the last warning. The decisive moment 
has not yet arrived, but it lurks behind this 
warning. 
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Problems of Immigration 


S THE wave of immigration continues to 
pour into the U. S. A. from all corners of 
the world, it seems to this writer a timely question 
to ask the Jewish people of this country, who have 
done and are doing such a splendid job of offer- 
ing material and spiritual help to the many home- 
less and disposessed, whether or not, during the 
last five years of intensified immigration from 
Europe the Jewish population and their leaders 
in this country have been aware of the problems 
that this recent wave of immigration might raise 
in the social and economic life of this land, 
and what, if any, steps have been undertaken to 
meet these problems. 

It is well known that the large masses of perse- 
cuted Jews in Europe look to the United States 
as the one bright hope in the dark sky of their 
future. Today with trouble brewing all over the 
world, with the material and physical existence of 
the Jews threatened even in Palestine which at 
first loomed so large and bright in the hopes of 
the unhappy European Jewry, it can safely be 
said that America is and probably will remain 
the number one possibility for safe mass immigra- 
tion. I don’t have the figures at hand, but I am 
certain that the United States already occupy pos- 
sibly the highest place in actual absorption of 
political and religious refugees during the last 
six years. This being the case and with the prob- 
ability that there will be no important change in 
the world situation at large within the next few 
years (certainly not so far as the position of the 
Jews in the different countries practicing racial 
persecution is concerned) nor in the attitude of 
the United States toward these immigrants, it 
seems to me that certain obligations are imposed 
upon us who are fortunate enough either to have 
been born in this country or to have immigrated 
here at an earlier date. During the last weeks and 
months I could not help feeling that we might 
not meet these obligations and responsibilities as 
we should, and that grave dangers might result, 
both for the Jews already living in this country 
and for those hoping to find a refuge, from such 
a negligence and an apparent lack of constructive 
leadership and sélf-criticism. 

It occurs to me that there is no longer any 
question as to the fate of parents, friends, rela- 
tives, fellow-men suffering from oppression and 
persecution in the turmoil of Europe. Their fate 
was sealed some years ago; and whatever new 
cruelty, whatever new barbarism is added to the 
old score, falls under the general category of the 
moral and cultural degeneration of a world that 
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once held lofty, humanitarian ideals. Little else 
can be said about them. They must emigrate, 
Emigration is no longer a problem, it is a simple 
fact, a necessity. , 

But what about the country they are emigrating 
to; what about the fate of the immigrants swarm. 
ing into the new land. with high hopes and 
gratitude; what about the reaction of the native 
population, the people to whom they will be 
strangers, the people to whom they will be Jews? 

Everybody knows that this country was built 
by immigrants from all parts of the world, but it 
is likewise a fact that the original frontiers shrunk 
gradually until to-day there are no more. The 
geographical possibilities of this country are well- 
nigh exhausted, unless we can transform barren 
land into fertile soil. Right now the ocean is the 
frontier and that’s as far as we can go. The eco- 
nomic situation is not any more promising. Al- 
though the possibilities are by no means exhausted 
(some people even go as far as to believe they 
are) the economic and industrial fields are cer. 
tainly satiated to such an extent that there is very 
little hope for expansion in the immediate future. 
This country has, among other assets, more than 
12 million unemployed. 


All this is so well known that it would be trite 
to mention it at all if it were not pertinent to 
the question that should concern us, namely, that 
this immigration is different from any other pre- 
ceding it, because it finds the country in an entirely 
different situation from what any other genera 
tion has found it previously. Immigration, then, 
should become the problem of the day, especially 
Jewish immigration, for the influx of Jewish 
masses must be distinguished from the immigra 
tion of any other religious or racial group. 

There is anti-Semitism in this country even 
without Father Coughlin, the Bund, the Silver 
Shirts, or the Ku Klux Klan. There is a more 
subtle anti-Semitism, one which seems to exist in 
every community, in every social group where 
there is conflict between Jews and non-Jews. 
There was anti-Semitism in this country before the 
last wave of immigration. But the recent happer- 
ings and upheavals in Europe could not leave 
the American scene completely untouched. Ideas 
may travel slowly, but no customs supervision can 
prevent them from entering the country, especially 
since we practice freedom of speech and assembly. 
I know a good many people who protest against 
everything Hitler has done and presumably will 
do except against his solution of the Jewish ques- 
tion. One may hear over and over again, if one 
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doesn’t bury his head in the sand that “the only 
good thing he did was to kick the Jews out of the 
country”. The eyes and ears of the people are 
susceptible to anti-Semitic propaganda, all the 
more so when there is a new wave of Jewish immi- 
grants coming into this country, immigrants who in 
many cases become competitors of professional 
and business men already established. The new 
immigrant does not find new frontiers either geo- 
graphically or economically. Thus he must per- 
force enter into competition with some part of the 
native population, and the ever-present tension be- 
tween Jew and non-Jew is accentuated, the latter 
becoming an easy prey for the anti-Semitic propa- 
ganda. A “fog” of anti-Semitism is growing, as 
the Nation once called it, nothing distinct and pal- 
pable, but rather a vague, general atmosphere of 
conflict, resentment, and discrimination. 


And there are certain other happenings which 
should cause us alarm. It is dangerous, in my 
opinion, that Jewish immigration is concentrated 
in the big cities of this country. The main flow 
of immigration practically comes to a stop in New 
York where Jewish immigrants mass beyond the 
city’s capacity of absorption. They cannot all be 
absorbed in a natural process, that is, without 
conflicting with other spheres of interest. It is 
ominous that in the same city anti-Semitic demon- 
strations took place in front of a cafe exclusively 
frequented by German Jewish immigrants. It is 
dangerous that in the same city Jewish immigrants 
almost exclusively dwell in a certain district, which 
is jokingly referred to as the “Fourth Reich’. 
A joke to-day may become a bitter accusation to- 
morrow. Jewish immigrants work for wages 
which a native American.would refuse to work 
tor. Newly arrived doctors distribute handbills 
advertising medical care for rates that must 
arouse the indignation of their American col- 
leagues. These phenomena are potentially threat- 
ening. Medical Economics recently made news by 
a loud blast against ‘Refugees unlimited”’ stating 
that foreign doctors were coming “in droves’’ to 
the U. S. and painting a gloomy picture of un- 
restricted immigration, unfair competition of 
emigres with American doctors and low standards 
of medical treatment. A college professor at a 
well-known western medical school expressed him- 
self to a friend of mine to the effect that they were 
all very glad and happy to have the many scient- 
ists and physicians who could no longer work and 
practice abroad, ‘‘but,” he added with a significant 
shrug of his shoulders, ‘‘what about those young 
American students coming up to fill positions and 
ready to practice? How will they feel, how will 
they react if they see their places taken by recent 
immigrants?” This is a serious question. Another 
college professor, head of a Department of Ger- 
man, recently showed me a folder containing some 
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fifty to one hundred applications which he had 
received from prospective or actual immigrants 
during the last year. 9 out of 10 were Jews. I 
also learned from him that a large branch of the 
American Association of Teachers had a bitter 
controversy in its own ranks, because some mem- 
bers had drawn up a resolution asking university 
presidents not to employ any immigrants. Signifi- 
cantly enough, this movement was backed pri- 
marily by eastern professors where the need for 
such a preventive measure must be felt more 
keenly because of the greater number of immi- 
grants. 

These incidents could be multiplied, and each 
one of us must have had an experience similar 
to the ones mentioned here. What do they mean 
and in what way do they constitute a problem? 
The number of refugees is increasing steadily, 
their plight in their former homelands is grow- 
ing worse from day to day, their cries for help 
and support are becoming more urgent and heart- 
rending. What are we to do with them all? 
Where can we place all that need help? Which 
country or countries are still not only capable but 
also willing to give them an opportunity to eke 
out a modest living? And when they do, what is 
the effect of this immigration on the countries that 
are still helping? Does not mass immigration at 
this late date also constitute a serious problem 
for the country which absorbs great multitudes 
of immigrants? Is this problem not more serious 
and dangerous for us Jews than for any other 
group? Must we not meet it with constructive 
work on our own part so as to safeguard not only 
our own position in this country but also the 
future of those coming here to a new freedom 
and a new home? 


The immigrant can hardly be expected to be 
aware of these problems. He is driven by a dire 
necessity, by a life and death struggle. But those 
that extend a helping hand to their suffering 
brothers abroad should be fully aware of these 
problems. 


The work done by Jews in this country, both 
by individuals and groups, to help their co-relig- 
ionists abroad, deserves the highest praise and 
admiration. Just as America as a whole has been 
readier to do its share, so also have the Jews of 
this country sacrificed more than any other Jewish 
population in the world. That must never be 
forgotten by any of the immigrants coming 
here. At the same time it can no longer 
be overlooked that all the help, all the efforts, all 
the sacrifices may be in vain, or even detrimental, 
unless we look into the future of American Jewry, 
unless responsible men and women, either in- 
dividually or as heads of groups or organizations, 
can turn the tide of immigrants into channels 
where their future can be controlled and regulated 
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so that it does not disturb the social and economic 
balance of this country to such an extent that the 
general population would rebel in resentment, 
envy, and fear. 


Immigration should be planned, regulated, and 
organized, and not individualistic and haphazard. 
That means, first of all, that the immigrants com- 
ing to this country should be dissuaded from 
crowding into a few of the big cities, and should 
be distributed more evenly throughout the cities of 
the United States. If this country is to absorb a 
further influx of immigrants without harm to its 
social and economic balance, medium sized and 
smaller towns must be opened up to take their 
share of ‘‘new faces”. If we assume that there 
might be only 500 such communities in the smaller 
cities of this country, they alone could provide a 
home for 10,000 families or about 40,000 people. 
And there are, of course, many more than that 
which together could probably absorb 80 to 
100,000 people easily if the matter of immigra- 
tion is handled delicately and with foresight. This 
would, naturally, necessitate taking the placement 
of immigrants out of the hands of individuals, 
friends or relatives. But just that seems to be the 
imperative demand of the hour.’ Friends and re- 
latives could and should support the new-comers, 
but their distribution should be in the hands of 
organizations and groups that have a clear picture 
of the American scene and the possibilities of 
placing immigrants in such a way as to maintain 
and preserve the necessary balance within the 
social and economic life of this country. 


Other steps should follow. An earnest attempt 
should be made for a vocational “resettlement” 
of the new immigrant from which not only he 
would derive great profit, but also American 
Jewry at large that is already beginning to feel 
the ill-proportioned preponderance of Jews in 
certain vocations and professions The younger 
generation coming here should be trained in trades 
and crafts where the Jew is represented very little 
or not at all. They should be taken out of the big 
department stores where they are making $16 
to $20 a week as clerks, salesmen, accountants or 
whatever else is along the general line of a former 
lawyer. They should also be discouraged from 
going into professions where there is already a 
big supply of Jews, such as medicine and academic 
work. ; 

Finally, a serious effort should be made to get 
them out of the cities into the country and to 
start a movement of young Jews back to the soil 
where they would live and work as farmers. This 
does not mean fantastic plans of buying Lower 
California or Upper Alaska, because such wild 





projects are always doomed to failure and ridicule. 
It means simply that an official farm movement 
should be started; that some of the money avail- 
able for relief of the refugees should be diverted 
to buying land where young Jews, both immi- 
grants and natives, could work and create and 
gradually and organically develop into a unit of 
cultural and social importance to the Jews in this 
country in comparison with which all the fantastic, 
imaginary plans would pale and appear insignifi- 
cant. The land can be acquired, I am sure. Peo- 
ple to work it could be found—must be found. 
More and more people in Europe, are to-day 
being trained for agricultural work in preparation 
for their emigration to Palestine. If it can be 
done for Palestine (where, unfortunately, only 
a small number is now admitted), why can it not 
also be done for America? Aid could probably 
be obtained from Palestine and its experience 
with closed, self-sufficient, collective settlement. 
That would be a fine example of the importance 
of Palestine for the Diaspora and the interrela- 
tionship between the two. 


These are but a few suggestions; there are 
doubtless others which should be advanced and 
which have not come to my attention. 


The main thing is that we must realize that 
the new immigration is different from others 
that went before it and that it imposes upon us 
certain obligations and responsibilities; that it 
raises serious problems concerning the fate of 
both the older and more recent immigrant, prob- 
lems which must be faced and solved, if we do 
not want to see our efforts and good intentions go 
to waste and even turn against ourselves. 


There are enough signs on the wall that we 
should take note of and do something about. 
Immigration has become a problem which may 
easily bring about a dangerous crisis for all of 
us. Emigration is a fact, unalterable and tragic. 
We must all help to the best of our abilities. It 
is our moral obligation as human beings and Jews. 
Jews of this country have been helping to the 
utmost in a truly unselfish and admirable spirit. 
But that does not relieve us of the responsibility 
of looking into the future of this process that is 
just beginning and of adopting a long range view. 
This new wave of immigration may become a 
danger to all the Jews of this country unless it is 
controlled and organized, unless it is handled with 
such foresight and circumspection that it will not 
endanger the delicate balance on which rests the 
relationship of Jews and Gentiles in this country 
and will not inflame the embers of hate and preju- 
dice of which the relations of Jews and Gentiles 
are never free in any country. 
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Social Legislation in the Soviet Union 


[ IS becoming more and more evident that the 
latest development of Soviet Russia is going 
in the direction of the social retrenchment of the 
working class. Suffice it to point to the fact that in 
the elections to the Supreme Council of the 
U.S.S.R. in December, 1937, as well as in the 
elections to the Supreme Councils of the Fed- 
erated Republics in June, 1938, the trades were 
hardly represented, their leading officers consti- 
tuting less than 1% of the deputies in the new 
Soviet parliaments. The tempo of the develop- 
ment was greatly accelerated in the second half 
of 1938. The consolidation of the Party and 
Soviet bureaucracy as a distinct ruling class that 
consciously rules over the working class (and 
particularly over the peasants), has made tre- 
mendous strides, and the entire political ideology 
fits in with this development. 

Not very long ago, the Communist dictator- 
ship sought to inspire public opinion with the social 
supremacy of the working class. The large mass 
of clerks, the students and partly also the intel- 
lectuals, paraded as workers in their attempt to 
adjust themselves to the new social order. 


In the course of the past year, there occurred 
a change of outlook. Only half a year ago, many 
readers of Trud (the publication of the trade 
unions) were dumbfounded when they noticed in 
a lengthy article about the wages of the officials, 
that this officialdom was referred to as the “Soviet 
intelligentsia” and not as a part of the working 
class. Now, nobody in the Soviet-Union wonders 
at this kind of terminology. It is becoming com- 
mon usage. 

“Intelligentsia” is an old Russian social concept 
which connoted the higher intellectual stratum, 
people of liberal professions, or, in the narrow 
sense of the word, people with a predominant in- 
terest in public and intellectual matters. This con- 
cept , as well as the intelligentsia itself, played an 
important role in the history of the Russian revolu- 
tionary movement. Under the Communist regime, 
the intelligentsia was for many years suspected of 
bourgeois sympathies and was held back in the 
new social order. Now, it seems that the intelli- 
gentsia is celebrating its social resurrection. It 
is being lauded in the leading Soviet publications. 
But, these are false pretenses. Under the banner 
of the “‘Intellentsia,” there is being consummated 
a process which has practically nothing to do with 
that name. That process is the social self-asser- 
tion of the upper stratum of the Party and Soviet 
bureaucracy and its “liberation” from the intimate 
ties of the proletarian ideology. 


® by Salomon Schwartz 


It is in the light of this process that the latest 
social political development in Soviet Russia can 
be properly understood. It is not so much a ques- 
tion of adverse social legislation, of one law or 
another. It is the entire process of pressing the 
working class into the background which has be- 
come so strikingly apparent in the social political 
retreat of the last few months. To be sure, this 
process, as the entire recent social political re- 
action, does not come out in the open as such, but 
appears under the cloak of increasing labor dis- 
cipline and greater production. But this is the 
same traditional magic mantle of socio-political 
reaction as it appears at different periods in almost 
all countries. 


Labor Discipline 

The slogan of “increasing the production’’ has 
been one of the perennial themes of the Soviet 
press. Early in December, 1938, there was in- 
troduced a wide campaign for the advancement 
of labor discipline which was quite evidently 
planned and well prepared, and which reached far 
beyond the limits of everyday propaganda. The 
purport of this campaign became clear from the 
very start. The signal was given by a correspond- 
ence from a Stakhanovetz of ‘Uralmashzavod”, 
the big machine construction plant in Sverdlovsk 
on the Ural. Korolev, the writer of the cor- 
respondence in the Pravda of December 11, 1938, 
censured the breakdown of labor discipline in the 
industries and demanded a remedy. Immediately 
on the following day, the Pravda started publish- 
ing numerous articles and communications from 
various sections of the country describing the hor- 
rors of undisciplined industries and demanding 
strict measures to enforce labor discipline. All 
these measures, however, had one peculiar trait 
in common, namely, “Reform”. They all advo- 
cated stringent social legislation in order to tie 
the workers to the factories in the most binding 
manner. 

Hundreds of such communications have ap- 
peared since December 12th in the Pravda, in the 
official trade magazine Trud, and in other Soviet 
papers. They were mostly signed by Stakhanovtzi, 
Udarniki (shock brigade workers), factory super- 
visors and directors of establishments. The re- 
markable fact, however, is that not a single com- 
munication came from a trades organ. It seems 
that no one dared openly and directly to propose 
to the trade unions that they should demand such 
stringent social legislation—even though the trade 
unions are thoroughly “coordinated” in Soviet 
Russia. Or, perhaps the trade unions have already 
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been so far removed from public life that they 
have simply not been invited to express themselves 
on these matters which are of such great impor- 
tance to the workers. It goes without saying that 
the trade unions would not dare take a stand in 
these questions of their own account. 

If one should believe all the correspondents in 
the Pravda one would gain the sad impression 
that the majority of the Russian workers are noth- 
ing but a lazy rabble who try to avoid work and 
want to live at the expense of the State. If this 
were true, it would be the greatest indictment 
against the regime that has demoralized the work- 
ers to such an extent. However, the complaints 
made against the workers in the Pravda are ob- 
viously grossly and purposely exaggerated. Suffice 
it to mention that the same Ural machine-plant 
where the “movement” originated, reported 
7,978 cases of absentees from work without rea- 
son during eleven months of the past year (1938). 
The Pravda feels outraged at this high figure, but 
actually, it represents on the average only one 
half day per year for each worker in that huge 
factory. Does such a break in discipline really 
warrant a general debasement of labor legisla- 
tion? Granted even, that an extraordinary laxness 
of discipline which may undermine the organiza- 
tion of efficient work has of late become prevalent 
among the Russian workers, can such an evil be 
eliminated by means of increased pressure against 
the workers? One should rather look for the 
causes of such a phenomenon in the economic and 
social conditions of the workers. It is well known 
from the experience of organized labor that lack 
of discipline is not a natural immanent quality 
of the working class. It is therefore, obvious that 
instead of piling up repressive measures, one 
should seek ways and means of improving the 
economic, social and cultural level of the workers. 


The whole “Campaign” for increasing labor 
discipline has evidently served to prepare public 
opinion for a drastic revision of social legislation. 
This revision was carried out in a devious manner 
without calling together the Soviet parliament, in 
open violation of the constitution. Naturally, the 
Central Council of Trades, was also not convened. 
All shame was then put aside and a series of regu- 
lations of an extremely incisive nature were 
adopted in quick succession. 

The very first regulation has been a heavy blow 
to the workers. On December 20, 1938, the 
Council of People’s ‘Commissars of the U.S.S.R. 
adopted the decision to introduce the workmen’s 
book. It should be pointed out that during the 
entire “campaign” prior to the proclamation of 
this decision, no one dared intimate in any of the 
numerous articles and communications, that such 
a measure was being contemplated. Only after 
adopting the decision did the innumerable spokes- 


















































men begin to vie with each other in glorifying the 
new regulation. 

The idea of the workmen’s book is not new in 
the history of social legislation. It was introduced 
by Napoleon III in 1854, as the law of “livret 
ouvrier’’, which was most far reaching at the time. 
These books, which were detested by the workers, 
did not survive the fall of the French Kingdom 
and were gradually removed from use during the 
Republic period, although they were formally 
eliminated as late as 1890. In Germany this 
Napoleonic idea was adopted by the conservative 
circles and incorporated in a supplementary law of 
the trade ordinance in 1878. In the ranks of or- 
ganized labor, this measure was universally re- 
garded as reactionary. It was not until many 
decades had passed and after a fascist dictatorship 
had gained the upper hand, that the workmen’s 
book could celebrate its resurrection in Germany 
by the decree of February 25, 1935. And now 
the Soviet Union is following this example. 


According to the decision reached by the Coun- 
cil of People’s Commissars on December 20, 
1938, the workman’s book had to be introduced 
not later than January 15, 1939, and was intended 
for all workers and employees (i.e., also for civil 
servants) in the State and cooperative enterprises 
and establishments. The workman’s book is a sort 
of legal document that the worker is to carry 
with him all his life. In addition to personal refe- 
rences, this book is to contain detailed information 
about all the places where the employee has 
worked since the date of issue, the changes in 
occupation in the same trade (the reasons for the 
changes) all cases of withrawal from a trade and 
the reasons for same (even in Germany this latter 
item does not enter in the workman’s book )—and 
all “promotions” and bonuses that are not ordi- 
narily granted to the employee within the limits 
of the regular wage and bonus system. The 
penalties imposed on the employee need not be 
entered as such, but they can be easily detected 
from the context of the workman’s book. 


The book is originally prepared by the em- 
ployer and remains in his possession until the em- 
ployee leaves the given establishment. The book 
is then issued to the employee only for definite 
purposes. It is noteworthy that the decree has 
made no provision for penalizing the employer in 
case of abuse, such as refusing arbitrarily to issue 
the workman’s book, and the like. On the other 
hand, it is provided that in case the employee 
loses his book (because of negligence), he has to 
pay a fine of 25 rubles to the State Treasury 
(collected by the management of the establishment 
where he happens to be employed). It is further 
provided that the employee has to pay a fee of 
half a ruble to the establishment for the prepara- 
tion of the workman’s book (this fee, too, goes 
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to the State Treasury). The fee is very small, 
but in principle it is a retrogression from the 
Napoleonic and German-fascist legislation. 
Immediately after the announcement of the 
decision to introduce the workman’s book, an at- 
tempt was made to raise the labor discipline in a 
less painful manner. The Praesidium of the Su- 
preme Council of the U.S.S.R. decided on De- 
cember 27, 1938 to award medals for greater 
zeal at work and for excellent performance, as 


well as to introduce the title ‘““Hero of Socialist 


Labor.” In official circles, however, very little was 
expected from these encouraging measures. For 
on December 28th of the same year, more restric- 
tive measures were adopted, exerting indirect 
pressure on the workers by means of repressive 
legislation as to the right of labor contracts, sick- 
benefit insurance, maternity insurance and vacation 
regulations. * 


Workers’ Sick Benefit Insurance 


The Russian worker was heretofore very much 
stifled. The new decrees, together with the intro- 
duction of the workman’s books, actually annihi- 
late his freedom of motion. The workers have 
been left at the mercy of the directorates of the 
establishments. This situation is particularly re- 
vealed in the reform of the sick-benefit insurance. 

Heretofore, health insurance in the U.S.S.R. 
was outstanding for its high rates of sick benefits. 
According to the fundamental principle of the 
labor laws, the recipient of sick-benefit insurance 
is entitled to the full amount of his wages (up to 
a certain wage level). The same principle applies 
to the benefits for expectant mothers and those in 
confinement. In 1931, this regulation was cur- 
tailed inasmuch as the right to the full sick benefit 
(i.e. 100% of the wages) was determined by the 
length of time during which the recipient had 
been a wage earner in general (this is the so-called 
“general labor tenure’’), as well as by the period 
of his engagement as a wage earner in a given 
establishment (the labor tenure in the last estab- 
lishment). These limitations which in 1931 were 
specifically based on policy of production, have 
now been extremely elaborated. The general 
“labor tenure”’ has now been completely eliminated 
from the laws of health insurance. That law 
pertains only to the labor tenure of the latest 
establishment. The idea of binding the worker to 
the establishment is thus very poignantly empha- 
sized. The right to full sick benefit is accorded 
only to workers and employees who have been 
with a given establishment for six years. Those 
who have worked in the same establishment three 
to six years are entitled to 80% of their sick 


* The decree of December 28th was announced as the joint decision of 
the Council of People’s Commissars of the U.S.S.R., the Central Com- 
mittee of the C.P.S.U. and the Central Council of Trades. But the Central 


mmittee of the Communist Party and the Centra! Council of the Trade 
Unions not only had no voice in the decision, but were not even con- 
sulted about the measures. 
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benefit, those who worked from two to three years, 
receive 60%, and those who stayed less than two 
years, obtain only 50% of their total sick benefit. 
Furthermore, the worker forfeits his right to sick 
benefit during the first six months in a new es- 
tablishment, if he has himself severed the ties 
with his former establishment, even after giving 
necessary notice (and the period of serving notice 
has now been greatly extended), or has been dis- 
charged ‘‘on account of violations of the labor 
discipline.” In this respect, the latest Russian 
health insurance has attained a kind of world 
record. 


The regulations mentioned above apply only 
to members of the Trade Unions. For non-mem- 
bers, they are even more stringent. The latter 
receive at most half of the sick benefit that mem- 
bers ordinarly obtain, that is, from 25% to 50% 
of their full sick benefit. There are certain con- 
cessions made in favor of youth and day laborers, 
on which we cannot elaborate here. However, 
these deviations do not change the basic tendency 
of the reform. 


Maternity Insurance Laws 


No less drastic is the reform in maternity in- 
surance. Heretofore, the benefits paid in the 
Soviet Union to expectant mothers and to those 
in child-bed, was for eight weeks preceding and 
for that many weeks following childbirth (at the 
rate of sick benefit). Until very recently, this 
regulation was regarded as the pride of Russian 
social legislation. Suddenly it changed. After 
December 11, 1938, numerous communications 
and articles in the Soviet press began to attack 
the then existing maternity insurance laws, and 
there was no one who raised his voice in their 
defense. It was contended that the period of 
public support was too long. The argument was 
that expectant mothers worked in their household 
almost until the day prior to confinement. Similar- 
ly, they maintained that with the present develop- 
ment of nurseries, mothers need not be released 
from work for so many weeks after child birth. 
But these correspondents forget that the nurseries 
are not sufficiently developed to take care of all 
the children. Pravda mentions several large plants 
with particularly well equipped nurseries, thus 
trying to show that it is advisable to shorten the 
period of public support to mothers after child- 
birth. 

Among the 3,000 women workers and employ- 
ees in the “Trekhgornaia” textile plant in Mos- 
cow, there were in 1938 (until the middle of 
December) about 400 childbirths, but the nursery 
of that factory accommodated only 300 children. 
Furthermore, the nursery accepted all the chil- 
dren not only of the women workers, but of the 
male employees, up to two years of age. Thus 
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the need in that particular factory was satisfied 
only up to a third of its actual extent. The second 
examplary case adduced by the Pravda is even 
more shocking. In the Moscow shoe factory, 
“The Paris Commune,” there are 4,290 women 
workers who in 1938 gave birth to 550 children. 
The number of children accommodated by the 
nursery was only 250. 

A further demand was made to increase the 
period of employment in a given factory prior 
to the date when the benefit payment begins. This 
demand was put forth with even greater zest than 
the one made about shortening the benefit period. 
Heretofore, there was no regulation as to the 
length of time the beneficiary had to work prior to 
obtaining the right to maternity benefits. Theoret- 
ically, it was then possible for an expectant mother 
to start working shortly before the allotted benefit 
period and after a few days to apply for maternity 
support (for 16 weeks). Undoubtedly that would 
be an abuse, but in order to prevent such a pos- 
sibility, it was not necessary to introduce a longer 
waiting period in the last establishment. Yet the 
innumerable correspondents who dealt with the 
problem, without exception demanded that the 
right to receive maternity support should be de- 
termined by a longer working period in a given 
establishment. There were certain over-zealous 
“groups of women Stakhanovtzi” who even put up 
a demand that maternity support should be ac- 
corded only to women working in a given factory 
at least one year before conceiving (!). These ap- 
palling exaggerations were evidently intended to 
make the approaching restrictions appear mild. 

The problem was then solved by the decision 
of December 28th. Maternity support is now 
given for a period of five weeks before and four 
weeks after child birth. The right to this support 
is accorded only to those women who have worked 
at least seven months in a given establishment 
prior to the beginning of the benefit period. 


Workers’ Vacation Laws 

The “Reform” of vacation rights moves in the 
same direction. Heretofore the regulation was 
that a worker was entitled to two weeks vacation 
a year, except that he had to be employed in the 
given establishment for five and half months prior 
to his vacation period. It was furthermore care- 
fully so provided that the worker could not take 
advantage of the regulation and get two vacation 
periods in the same year (in two establishments). 
In certain cases, a double vacation might have been 
taken by workers who sought to abuse their privi- 
lege. However, since the introduction of the work- 
man’s book, that became very difficult, if not 
totally impossible. And yet this assurance against 
abuses does not seem to be satisfactory to the 
authorities, for the decision of December 28th 
lays down a strict and universal law that the right 








to vacation is accorded only after eleven months of 
employment in a given establishment. The same 
policy of “increasing the labor discipline” by 
means of pressure against the workers is also 
manifest in a series of modifications of the law of 
labor contracts. 

Until now the employee under an indefinite 
contract could terminate his engagement at one 
week’s notice. Since the weekly wage system was 
not prevalent in Soviet Russia, the workers could 
terminate their contracts at a day’s notice. From 
now on, the employee may terminate his engage- 
ment (under a contract of indefinite duration) 
only after a month’s notice. 


The labor laws are drastic not only in applica- 
tion to the employees, but also—and especially 
so— in regulating the behavior of the directors 
of the establishments. The latter are enjoined 
strictly to enforce the laws of labor discipline 
and promptly to penalize the violators. Absentees 
from work without excuse are to be discharged 
without notice. According to an interpreting para- 
graph of January 8, 1939, it was strictly ruled 
that tardiness of 20 minutes without excuse should 
be considered an inexcusable absense from work, 
which is punishable by immediate discharge. Ac- 
cording to the “decision” of the 28th of Decem- 
ber, those who have been discharged from work 
are to be dispossessed from their workers’ home 
within ten days, regardless of whether or not the 
Housing Bureau has given them another dwelling. 
The same regulation pertains to those employees 
who terminated their working engagements of 
their own accord. The directors of the establish- 
ments who do not enforce all these regulations in 
the prescribed strictness, are themselves subject to 
severe punishment. 

In case the employee proves—through legal 
proceedings—that he was discharged unjustly, 
he is entitled to a monetary consideration of a 
maximum of 20 days work, and not as heretofore 
to the full equivalent of the period of employment 
lost because of the discharge. 

These regulations have hardly been announced, 
and the social political reactionary forces are al- 
ready seeking further expansion. According to 
the latest information, the new measures deal with 
loan policies as another means to force the in- 
crease of labor production. 

Perhaps the governing circles of the Soviet 
Union expect through these measures to promote 
the defensive capacity of the country. This motive 
has never been mentioned in the Soviet press, 
although it has been emphasized again and again 
in foreign circles of the “Friends of Soviet Rus- 
sia”. If that assumption is correct and actually 
used as a pretext, it shows clearly that a wide 
abyss is threatening to open between the working 
class and the ruling stratum in the Soviet Union. 
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On Cursing God 


ee~.URSE GOD AND DIE,” Job’s wife 

said to him as he sat in the midst of the 
ashes and scraped his boils with a potsherd. A 
woman of character who had borne her husband 
seven sons and three daughters, she could not 
utter the glib sanctimonious platitudes which his 
friends spoke. She knew her husband too well to 
be under the illusion that she could pacify him 
with empty words about the final victory of good 
and the incomprehensible justice of God. She had 
been too intimate with the man to repeat to him 
conventional phrases of orthodox morality at a 
time when his spirit was flayed as well as his body. 
Instinctively she knew that silence was the greatest 
comfort in despair. It was only when her own 
pain got the best of her that she said simply and 
quietly: ‘‘Dost thou still hold fast thine integrity ? 
Renounce God and die’’. This is all she said ac- 
cording to the Book. Perhaps she could speak 
no more because she had burst into tears. For 
had she not watched a beloved person undergo an 
ordeal? Had she, too, not lost all her children 
in one day? And was her pain smaller than that 


of Job himself ? 


Yet, if that poor woman had spoken, what an 
eloquent plea she could have made. Yes, indeed, 
why hold to one’s integrity? Why storm Heaven 
with demands for justice which, one knows, will 
never be fulfilled? Why break one’s heart over 
the fate of the wicked who wax mighty in power 
and of the just men who die in the bitterness of 
their souls without ever tasting good? Recognize 
once and for all the plain, incontrovertible truth 
that God is not just; that His world is cruel and 
senseless; that in it the tents of the robbers pros- 
per and those who break every one of His laws 
are secure, their houses are safe from fear, their 
children happy, and they themselves live in con- 
tentment and die easily, without pain, while the 
righteous who wept for the poor and grieved for 
the needy, are uprooted from their soil, their 
homes are broken, their seed is spread over seven 
seas, and they themselves perish by their own 
hands, or die of a broken heart. Make peace with 
the fact that the vision of justice, of the rule of 
right and the mastery of reason which you saw 
was nothing but the desire of a weary soul faced 
with brutality and chaos, the illusion of a dreamer 
which had nothing to do with life as it is—admit 
all this and your heart will be put to rest.” For 
evil is unbearable only because we know of good; 
ugliness is loathsome because we have a vision 
of beauty. Wipe out that vision, pluck out from 
your heart the conviction that right must triumph 





® by William Zukerman 


over wrong, and there is an end to the vexation 
of your spirit. Your world may, indeed, sink into 
utter darkness, but it will be a darkness without 
strife; you will be spared the worst of all pains, 
the pain of outraged justice. Repudiate God, and 
you gain, at least, peace. 

But Job sitting on his heap of ashes and smart- 
ing under the pain of a cruel and undeserved 
punishment, would not consider his wife’s words 
of wisdom. True idealist that he was, he could 
not visualize a world without God. He would not 
abandon God, even if He had treacherously 
abandoned him; even if every one of His promises 
had proved to be a lie, and He, Himself, an ally 
and supporter of cheats, cowards and bullies. The 
terrible fact that this had actually happened was 
beyond Job’s comprehension, and his soul rose in 
bitter revolt against it, but it did not shake his 
faith. ‘Even if He slay me, I shall cling to Him”, 
the poor man cried in his anguish. May the sun 
of the wicked shine forever; may the weak be 
trampled under foot; may the poor cry out of 
wrong and there be no judgment; may God’s light 
prove darkness, and His order chaos, Job still 
knows that his Vindicator lives, and that He shall 
stand up the last upon the earth. The poor man 
would not seek cheap relief in blasphemy and in 
vulgar denial of God. He chose to sit on his ash- 
heap and scrape his boils with a potsherd and re- 
tain his God, rather than lead a quiet and peace- 
ful life without Him. ‘Thou speakest as the fool- 
ish women speak”, he severely admonished his 
wife. “What, are we to receive the good at the 
hand of God, and shall not receive the evil?” He 
even disdained to enter into an argument with 
his wife or to lose his temper with her as he did 
with his long-winded friends. He dismissed her 
with only a few lines in the Book, as if her words 
were beneath criticism. 


Nevertheless, the ‘woman spoke out of the 
depth of experience and of the great wisdom of 
life, and there was more substance and truth in 
her simple advice than in the whole flood of 
words of official morality uttered by Eliphaz, 
Bildad and Zophar. It was because she under- 
stood her husband better than his friends that 
she offered him the only real relief in his pain. 
What they did not know, she knew, that Job’s 
real tragedy lay not in this terrible affliction which 
had befallen him as a locust descends upon a field, 
but in his conviction that it was an undeserved 
punishment inflicted in contradiction to all the 
laws laid down by God. Justice, no matter how 
cruel, he could have borne silently and without 
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complaint. What he could not stand and that 
against which his spirit rebelled, was the vicious, 
brutal and almost deliberate perversion of all the 
laws of mercy, justice and right being enacted with 
impunity, and without punishment. His world of 
vision and world of reality clashed and landed him 
on the ash-heap. The only relief for him was 
disillusionment, not persistence in and strenghten- 
ing of the illusion. He had to be made to realize 
that life, real life, is not ruled by law and run by 
justice, but is controlled by brute force, is steeped 
in darkness and dominated by cruelty and chaos. 
This could put the man’s soul at rest. It is true, 
it would extinguish his last hope of a living Vindi- 
cator who will one day stand in majestic lone- 
liness upon a dead earth, but sometimes complete 
darkness is more merciful than a small flickering 
light which illuminates nothing but unmitigated 
pain and evil. 

Nor was there anything cheaply blasphemous 
in the woman’s suggestion. If Job had not shared 
his contemporaries’ contempt for women, he 
would have seen that his wife’s admonition to 
curse God and die was not a vulgar escape from 
grief and suffering, but a brave act of faith not 
less noble than his own. In the last analysis the 
difference between cursing God and blessing Him 
is so small as to be almost imperceptible. Both 
imply one and the same underlying faith: that 
there is someone to curse or to bless, and once that 
common ground is reached, the difference in posi- 
tion or method of procedure no longer really mat- 
ters. A curse is often a more dignified and braver 
act, and it requires more courage to perform. 
What is more, it brings swifter relief to suffer- 
ing humanity than does a blessing. A curse implies 
that there is someone to hate and hatred can fill 
men’s life more fully than love. Hatred eases the 
burden of one’s misfortune by providing someone 
to blame for it. It galvanizes the weak heart into 
action; it strengthens the indifferent will to fight; 
it relieves despair; it can easily give a purpose to 
life and a reason for death. For centuries hatred 
of evil has moved men to greater and nobler deeds 
than love of good, and the curse has been a more 
powerful weapon against tyranny and oppression 
than the blessing of freedom. The greatest rebel- 
ions of man were started from hatred, and many 
a saint has died with a curse on his lips. Job him- 
self was, in fact, hovering between a blessing and 
a curse and it is from the latter that his great out- 
burst against God derives its strength, majesty 
and beauty. 


Job and his wife were very fortunate and happy 
people in spite of their great calamities and af- 
flictions. For not only did they possess a great 
and pathetic faith that could overcome even in- 
justice, but they also had an easy way of solving 
their greatest problems. Curse God or bless Him! 
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Both are child’s play when compared with the 
problems of our own age which has no one to 
bless and no one to curse; no one to love and no 
one to hate; no one to renounce and no one to 
accept; no one to be indignant with and no one to 
cling to in spite of wrong done and suffering in. 
flicted; no one to argue with and no one to call 
to the bar of justice; no one to fight and no one 
to fight for. Job and his wife at least had a 
choice in their hour of affliction; they could either 
bless or curse. The modern man and woman can. 
not even do that. In the great arid void in which 
they find themselves, the difficulty does not con. 
sist in making the right choice, but in the empti- 
ness wherein there is nothing to choose. 

Sometimes I wonder, after rereading that grand 
book and becoming saturated with Job’s power. 
ful invective against God, what this couple of 
brave and honest people would have done if they 
had lived to-day? How would they have met 
their problems of faith and life? What would 
that grand old rebel have done if, after leading 
his victorious rebellion against injustice, he had 
suddenly found that he had stormed an empty 
fortress? What would he do if he could not even 
fling his majestic challenge at God because the 
echo of his own voice would resound in a void? 
What would Job say, if instead of the incompre- 
hensible, cruel, unjust, but nevertheless living 
Vindicator, he were faced with a great vacuum 
staring at him inscrutable and indifferent like a 
colossus with eyes gouged out? And what would 
his wife do, as she sat on the edge of her world 
in ruins and could not even throw to the winds 
a brief and powerful curse? 


They were happy people, Job and his wife. 





—_——— 
* 


TO A DEAD REFUGEE 


This was the one country you could get a visa for, 
This country of the cold, 

The one unguarded frontier of them all; 

The only one that had an open door. 

The only one with quota still unfilled, 


Where race and credo matter not at all. 


Now you've the equal franchise of the dead, 
To:rot and fertilize for future days 
Another culture men may use to breed 


New variants on these, their old injustices. 
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Will The Khalifate Be Revived? 


I. 


HEN MOHAMMED founded Islam, he 

also laid the foundations for a theocratic 
state at the head of which he stood as the symbol 
of supreme political power and temporal author- 
ity as well as the representative of God on earth. 
Militancy, religious intolerance and expansion of 
religious and political power by depriving other 
peoples of their rights was an important feature 
of Islam in practice. It proclaimed universal fel- 
lowship among the followers of Istam, put denied 
the brotherhood of all men, irrespective of their 
religious beliefs. Old Islam knew only one ruler 
for the Islamic Empire. He was called the Khalif 
—the commander of the faithful. 

When we hear so much about the right of the 
Arabs to rule over Palestine because of their 
numerical superiority, one must not forget that 
this numerical supremacy of Moslem Arabs in 
Palestine today is based upon the expulsion of 
Jews and Christians practised by early Khalifs. 
Islamic supremacy in Persia was established by 
extermination of the Zoroastrians and only those 
Persians who could take refuge in India survived 
without giving up their faith. The Mohammedan 
conquest of India is probably the bloodiest story in 
history. Millions of Hindus were butchered by 
the plundering bands of Moslem conquerors. 
This spirit of exclusion and intolerance of the 
early Moslems is still the’ guiding spirit of. Pan- 
Islamists of all lands; in Palestine they wish to ex- 
clude the Jews by stopping Jewish immigration so 
that Jews may not become the dominant factor in 
the homeland of their ancestors. The Pan-Islam- 
ists in the countries where Moslems are in a min- 
ority, oppose majority rule and work for so-called 
Communal representation and clamor for special 
provisions for the protection of minorities through 
special and favorable legislation; but wherever the 
Moslems are in a majority they invoke ‘‘democra- 
tic” principles of majority rule and refuse proper 
protection of non-Moslem minorities. This is best 
illustrated by the attitude of the Pan-Islamists in 
India. They claim to be Moslems first and In- 
dians afterwards. They attach greater import- 
ance to the welfare of the Islamic world than to 
the freedom of the people of India. They prefer 
to cooperate with the alien rulers of India in the 
hope that they would thus be able to use British 
support for the Islamic people in and outside of 
India. The British, on the other hand, are using 
these Moselms of India to keep the country under 
continued subjection. 


® by Taraknath Das 


Because the Moslems are a minority in India, 
the Pan-Islamist politicians of India do not wish to 
see a Federal Government which will be founded 
on the basis of popular sovereignty. Lest there be 
any misunderstanding, I wish to make it absolutely 
clear that there are Nationalist Moslems in India 
who are for Indian freedom and these are op- 
posed 'to the ideal and spirit of the Pan-Islamists. 
But they are a minority among the Moslem poli- 
tical leaders of India. The spirit of Pan-Islamism 
means assertion of Islamic supremacy in politics 
as well as religion. 


Il. 


The Islamic Empire founded by Mohammed 
had a phenomenal growth. The Khalif exerted 
the supreme authority in the Empire and he ap- 
pointed his representatives as governors of the 
conquered territories. These governors recog- 
nized the supreme political as well as religious 
authority of the Khalif. But within a short time 
the vast Islamic Empire, owing to the lack of a 
strong centralized government, was split up into 
many independent and semi-independent states the 
rulers of which received recognition from the 
Khalif on condition that they acknowledge the 
suzerainty of the Khalif and his authority as reli- 
gious head. 


Until the Mongols took Baghdad in 1253, the 
Khalifs enjoyed a certain amount of temporal 
power along with their religious authority. For 
some time the Moslem rulers of Egypt exercised 
the authority of Khalif. But after the conquest of 
Egypt and parts of Arabia by the Ottoman Turks, 
the Sultans of Turkey, due to their political auth- 
ority over large parts of the Islamic world and as 
a vindication of the ideal of indisoluble union of 
spiritual and temporal authority in the hands of 
one man, assumed the title of Khalif and exercised 
supreme religious authority. With the ascendancy 
of the Sultans of Turkey in the Islamic world the 
character of the office of Khalif took a different 
form. During the early days the supreme head 
of the Islamic religion—the High Priest of Islam 
—exerted supreme political authority; but with 
the Ottoman Sultans, the highest temporal power 
assumed supreme religious authority. 


The Turkish sultans, like the Tsars of Russia, 
in most cases, used their religious authority to 
strengthen their political power. Non-Moslem 
subjects of the Turkish Sultans did not, according 
to Moslem law and actual practice, enjoy equal 
rights. However, Ottoman Turkey granted reli- 
gious and cultural autonomy to the non-Moslem 
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subjects. Whenever non-Moslem subject peoples 
within the Ottoman Empire tried to acquire inde- 
pendence through revolt or foreign aid, the Turk- 
ish ruling class, invariably Moslem, assumed the 
role of preservers of the Ottoman State and per- 
secuted the Christians and others who dared to 
oppose Moslem political ascendancy. This has 
been the spirit of Islam in politics, which may not 
have differed radically from the spirit of persecu- 
tion of non-Christians that prevailed in Christian 
states. So far as the Jews are concerned, they 
suffered less within the Ottoman Empire than they 
did in some Christian states. 

During the nineteenth century when the Euro- 
pean Christian subjects of the Sultan of Turkey 
were making serious efforts to achieve their inde- 
pendence, the Sultan, as Khalif, secured the sup- 
port of his Moslem subjects in Asia and Africa to 
preserve his political power. At the same time 
Christian Powers, engaged in political expansion 
in Africa and Asia tried to use the support of the 
Sultan against their rivals. When the growing in- 
timacy between Germany and Turkey, before the 
World War, threatened British supremacy in the 
East, British statesmen realized the possible dan- 
ger of Pan-Islamism. To counteract this menace, 
they came to a secret understanding with the She- 
riff of Mecca and other Arab chiefs who were op- 
posed to Turkish rule in Arabia. Thus when in 
1915 the Ottoman Sultan, in his capacity of Kha- 
liph, declared a “Holy War” against the Allied 
Powers, he failed in his attempt. 

This failure of the Holy War was not due to a 
lack of the spirit of solidarity and religious fanati- 
cism on the part of the Islamic world, but to the 
fact that neither Arabs, Egyptians, Persians nor 
other Moslem states were interested in strength- 
ening Ottoman Power which might be detrimental 
to their national aspirations. But when the World 
War ended with the defeat of Turkey and parti- 
tion of the Ottoman Empire, the Moslem world 
showed its opposition to the aggrandizement of 
Christian Powers at the expense of Turkey. There 
was an outburst of loyalty to the Khalif’s author- 
ity by the Moslems of India whose political leaders 
were interested in linking their future with the 
political power of the Islamic states and with 
political Pan-Islamism. 

ITI. 

In 1924 the Turkish Grand Council, under the 
leadership of Mustapha Kemal Ataturk abolished 
the Khalifate. This act of separation of church 
from state was hailed by the civilized world as one 
of the most progressive acts of the rejuvenated 
and modernized Turkey. But this move shocked 
the susceptibilities of orthodox Moslems in all 
lands. Since then there have been speculations 
regarding the possibility of reviving the institution 
of the Khalifate. 








There are two schools of thought working for 
the revival of the Khalifate. One advocates the 
re-establishment of the Khalifate as a religious 
institution shunning politics. The other advocates 
the revival of the Khalifate as a semi-religious 
political authority to promote political pan-Islam- 
ism. The views of the first school were as early 
as 1924 lucidly expounded by the late Professor 
Mohamed Barkatullah of India who supported 
the Turkish cause against Britain during the 
World War. 

According to Prof. Barkatullah the Khalifate 
will be maintained by financial aid of the faithful 
Moslems, and is to be managed by a Ministry of 
Finance. Furthermore the Government of the 
Khalifate will have various departments such as a 
Department of Education and Research and a 
Department of Propaganda and Missionary Or- 
ganization. He further suggested that the seat of 
the future Khalifate should be either in Constan- 
tinople or Cairo. He wrote :— 

“The city of the prophet—Medina—could suit very 
well for all practical purposes. But the unsettled poli- 
tical state of the Hedjaz and its dependence upon a non- 
Moslem power politically and commercially would coun- 
sel to avoid such complications in these days of uncer- 
tainties all over the globe. Cairo . . . had been the 
cradle of many civilizations and the stage of many em- 
pires. The Fatimite Khalifs reigned there with unusual 
splendor and enlightenment for nearly three hundred 
years (909-1171). The Abbaside Khalifs, after the 
Mongol conquest of Baghdad, had taken refuge in the 
land of Egypt (1258-1538). The Khalifate had really 
come from Cairo to Constantinople. If it goes from 
Constantinople to Cairo, it is going back home.” 

Since 1924, the political fortunes of the Mos- 
lem world have improved and therefore several 
Moslem rulers seem to be interested in reviving 
the Khalifate to serve their political aspirations. 
Political rivalry among the Moslem potentates to 
a certain extent stands in the way of the re-estab- 
lishment of the Khalifate in the immediate future. 


IV. 


Of all the western Powers, Great Britain with 
its 100 million or more Moslem subjects (seven- 
ty millions of whom live in India) is deeply inter- 
ested in the revival of the institution of the Khali- 
fate, because a Khalif allied to Britain may be a 
source of strength to the British Empire which is 
seeking the support of the Moslem world. Thus 
it is to be expected that if a Moslem ruler is to 
assume the title of Khalif, Britain will be anxious 
to select a person friendly to her. 

When one speculates on the possible British 
choice of the future Khalif, one may come to the 
following conclusions. Although the Aga Khan 


of India is a Moslem leader of importance and 
has been spoken of as a possible candidate, Britain 
will not be inclined to support his candidacy be- 
cause it would alienate all other Indian Moslem 
princes. 


Britain certainly does not want another 
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Indian prince as Khalif. Therefore it is to be 
expected that Britain would discourage, if not 
oppose, the candidacy of any and all Indians for 
the position of the Khalif. Britain will be op- 
posed to the candidacy of the King of Afghanistan 
because an Afghan ruler may receive the support 
of Indian Moslems to expand his political powers 
towards the Northwestern frontiers of India as 
well as in Beluchistan which once belonged to Af- 
ghanistan. Afghans once ruled in India and an 
Afghan Khalif may revive this pretense at the cost 
of the British. The candidacy of the Shah of Per- 
sia will not receive the support of the orthodox 
Moslems of India, Iraq, Arabia, Egypt and other 
lands. Among the Arab rulers there is serious 
rivalry and thus Britain would perfer none of 
them. If British statesmen were convinced that the 
present King of Egypt is a reliable ally to the Brit- 
ish Empire, they might support his claims, with 
the expectation that it would not only please the 
Arabs, but would counteract the influence of Mus- 
solini and Hitler in Egypt and the Arab world. 
It would also strengthen Britain’s position in the 
Mediterranean, the Suez Canal and the Near 
East. 
V. 

The re-establishment of the Khalifate is bound 

to act as a stimulant for the revival of Pan-Islam- 
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ism. It will undoubtedly augment the spirit of 
extraterritorial patriotism and cursed communal- 
ism among the Moslems of India, which is already 
a stumbling bloc in the way of Indian national 
unity. This will help the British to maintain their 
dominance over India, which in turn will allow her 
to dominate the region from India to the Suez 
Canal. It will also encourage the Arabs to oppose 
the Zionist cause with possibly greater effective- 
ness. 

While the British may be able to use the influ- 
ence of a Khalif (chosen by them) as an asset to 
the cause of British Imperialism, rejuvenated Is- 
lam, inspired by the spirit of political Pan-Islam- 
ism may not only become a rival to Christian “re- 
ligious imperialism’’ but also a serious obstacle to 
continuation of Christian rule over the Moslem 
peoples of the world. Thus the possible revival 
of Pan-Islamism and the Khalifate would certain- 
ly influence the course of world politics in Africa, 
Europe as well as Asia. As the future of all sub- 
ject peoples is inextricably involved with world 
politics, the people of India and the Jewish people 
interested in the establishment of a Jewish home 
in Palestine should be interested in the possible de- 
velopments in the field of Pan-Islamism and the 
re-establishment of the Khalifate. 


Bridging The Abyss 


ie IS impossible to write of Palestine these days 
without reference to the European scene. 
There was nothing accidental about the fact that 
the British Government made its final proposals to 
the Palestine Round Table Conference in almost 
the same breath as it recognized General Franco 
and not very long before Czechoslovakia disap- 
peared from the map. The influence of the Euro- 
pean struggle for power upon the British attitude 
toward Arab and Jew is all too close. But 
changes in Europe have more than political effects. 
In almost every case they are immediately trans- 
lated into tragic Jewish statistics. Returning to 
Palestine from a study of European immigration 
needs, the head of the Immigration Department 
of the Jewish Agency reported on what he had 
seen among the half million Jews of Germany and 
Austria. Of the 220,000 Jews in Vienna only 
3,000 have any income at all and most of these are 
officials and clerks in institutions like the Zionist 
Organization and the Joint Distribution Commit- 
tee which are supported by foreign funds. Soup 
and coffee are distributed to 35,000 Jews every 
day in Vienna: the Agency’s envoy had stood on 
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line among them and found himself near a famous 
surgeon, a former professor of literature, a once 
wealthy and important lawyer. In Berlin condi- 
tions seemed a little better because the Jewish 
Community Council may sell its property—at a 
tenth of the real value. In a short time all that 
property will have been disposed of and in Ger- 
many and Austria both the future will hold 
nothing but slow starvation for the Jews. Even 
the fortunate ones who receive American visas are 
in grave danger of not being able to hold out until 
their turn comes. 

The day the report was made Hitler invaded 
Czechoslovakia and over night 200,000 more 
Jews were uprooted from economic and political 
life and condemned to destitution, brutal treat- 
ment and hopelessness. And the shadow is 
spreading over 100,000 more Jews in Slovakia, 
600,000 in Hungary, 1,200,000 in Lithuania and ~ 
Roumania. The paradox of Palestine’s inability 
to rescue more than a fraction of the multitudes it 
could help if it were allowed to, becomes more and 
more tragic. At the same time the ability of Jews 
to help themselves by transferring their capital to 
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Palestine steadily decreases as they are stripped of 
their possessions and currency restrictions make it 
impossible to take out what little is left. Danzig 
and Memel tell the same story as Vienna and Ber- 
lin. Before the annexation of Czech territory to 
the Reich, negotiations were being conducted by 
the Jewish National Fund, the Keren Hayesod 
and other institutions with the Czech government, 
and it seemed that a transfer agreement similar to 
that previously in force in Germany would be ar- 
ranged. At least 2,000,000 £P. worth of Czech 
Jewish capital would thus have entered Palestine, 
bringing with it not only its owners but increased 
opportunities for proletarian immigration. What 
the fate of the agreement will now be remains to 
be seen. 

In the face of the misery of European Jewry 
even the British judge who sentenced eighteen il- 
legal immigrants to deportation concluded his ver- 
dict by saying, “I hope that when you appeal this 
case the judge in the higher court will reverse my 
decision and allow you to stay.” Not all judges 
are so kind and some weeks ago a boat with more 
than two hundred German and Austrian refugees 
on it was simply turned back. That there should 
be more or less successful attempts at illegal im- 
migration is only natural under the circumstances, 
and it goes without saying that the immigration 
schedule given by the Government to the Jewish 
Agency for the period from October to April has 
been utilized to the limits of its capacity and sup- 
plemented by thousands of extra-schedule students 
and Youth Aliyah boys and girls. Youngsters 
from Vienna have joined the youngsters from Ber- 
lin and Frankfort in agricultural settlements 
throughout the country; a newly arrived Austrian 
journalist picks oranges in the only costume he 
could salvage—striped trousers that are a strange 
contrast to the khaki shorts of his fellow-workers ; 
a dark, Madonna-faced woman from Milan intro- 
duces faltering Hebrew into the fluent Italian she 
talks to her children; a doctor so Teutonic looking 
that he might be the caricaturists’ typical German, 
counts himself fortunate that he left his world- 
famous sanatorium for heart diseases and came to 
Palestine almost penniless a few weeks before Hit- 
ler took Czechoslovakia. If ever anything sym- 
bolized the plight of Jews in Europe today and 
the way in which Palestine is the haven for a 
chosen remnant, plucked, as it were, out of the 
jaws of fate, it was that spectacular incident of the 
150 leading Czechoslovakian Zionists who, headed 
by Max Brod, crossed the frontier on the last train 
that left the country before the Nazis closed the 
borders—five minutes later to be exact. 


The Czechoslovakian group includes not only a 
famous writer but distinguished doctors and men 
who made their mark in general political and par- 
liamentary life. There is nothing unusual about 





that: the Palestinian immigration of these years is, 
for the most part, either very young or very dis- 
tinguished. The Agency has with justice under- 
taken to save as many Zionist leaders as possible 
and these are to be found largely in the camp of 
the intellectuals. Once their abilities are utilized, 
they will undoubtedly contribute greatly to the cul- 
tural, scientific and commercial development of 
the country, but the transition is bound to be far 
from easy. They come—even the wealthiest of 
them—without funds; their Hebrew is generally 
inadequate; the country is small and poor. Pales- 
tinian Jewry is thus faced with a new problemn— 
that of absorbing the intellectual immigrant. This 
is of course less difficult in the case of scientists 
and technicians or writers, like Brod and Arnold 
Zweig, who have international audiences. It is 
most difficult in the case of journalists, however 
expert and distinguished, whose only medium is 
German and who can hardly find regular work in 
Palestine. A former professor of journalism, a 
former editor for Ullstein, a former managing 
editor of a great newspaper—what can they do 
besides write occasional articles for the Palestinian 
press? An attempt is being made to organize an 
agency which will sell their material to provincial 
newspapers throughout the world, publications 
which pay less than the larger and more famous 
papers but are more likely to take articles by new 
writers. India and China, Canada, Australia and 
South America all come within the scope of the 
plan. 


This concern with what may seem a minor prob- 
lem at the moment when Palestine, even more 
than most of the world, is standing on the edge of 
the abyss, is characteristic rather than exceptional. 
The abyss must be bridged; building must go on. 
“We can still shape our future here,” said one of 
the leaders of the Histadruth at a reception to the 
newly arrived Czechoslovakians. In practical 
terms shaping the future means continued self- 
defense and economic and social development, 
whatever the external ‘or internal political situa- 
tion may be. The need for increased funds for 
self-defense has been emphasized all month. 
Summer is approaching and since the Arab peas- 
ant is then comparatively unoccupied, he may 
much more easily be induced or compelled to aid 
in terrorist activity. Kopher Hayishuv, the self- 
defense fund started last August, has already col- 
lected almost 50,000 £P. in direct contributions 
and more than 25,000 £P. in taxes on bus and taxi 
travel, amusements, Palestinian cigarettes and im- 
ported foods. And these sums, it must be remem- 
bered, have been given voluntarily by a harassed, 
economically depressed community of fewer than 
half a million persons who in the three years since 
the outbreak of the disturbances have contributed 


almost three and a half million dollars to causes: 
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other than Kopher Hayishuvy—the Keren Haye- 
sod, the Jewish National Fund, the various unem- 
ployment funds. Kopher Hayishuy has become 
an organic and absolutely essential part of Pales- 
tinian life. Since it began sending volunteers to 
reinforce the defense of isolated villages, terror- 
ists have not been able to enter a single Jewish set- 
tlement. Even land mines, the terrorists’ dead- 
liest weapon, have been almost eliminated as a re- 
sult of the fact that Kopher Hayishuv has spent 
55,000 £P. on paving rural roads. Yet fear of 
what the summer may bring makes additional pre- 
cautions necessary. The figures are staggering. 
Kopher Hayishuv needs 20,000 £P. a month. It 
collects about half that sum from the taxes it levies 
(it has just added a tax on every. bottle of Pales- 
tinian wine and on matzot sold for Passover, the 
latter equivalent to five cents on a seventy-five cent 
box). But the largest source of income is the 
direct contribution and the appeal—it is really 
much more obligatory than that—for contribu- 
tions is about to be made again. 
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Self-defense has economic aspects as well. The 
orange season has reached its high point and there 
is a shortage of labor in the groves. Hundreds of 
students accordingly are spending their spring 
vacations helping in the orange groves of the col- 
lective settlements, some of them in very danger- 
ous spots. Even the fifteen and sixteen year old 
members of the labor youth organizations, second- 
ary school sophomores, have taken bed-clothes 
and knapsack and gone. Thousands of members 
of the Histadruth have already pledged and begun 
to pay their contribution of twelve days’ earnings 
to the third Redemption of Work anti-unemploy- 
ment fund, and there is much serious discussion of 
the necessity of floating a large Zionist loan in the 
diaspora and first of all—of course— in Palestine. 
“It is true we are heavily taxed but after all what 
does a contribution in money amount to compared 
with the contribution of those who stand on guard 
and are prepared to give every night—the gift of 
life itself!” 


CORRESPONDENCE 








OPPOSED TO DEMPSEY BILL 
Sir:— 
N AN editorial in your issue of April, 1939, in dis- 
cussing the Dempsey Bill you state as follows: “Where 
were the liberals in the House? We understand that Con- 
gressman Marcantonio is a member of the advisory board 
of the American Committee for the Protection of Foreign 
Born. Where was he when the bill was passed ‘un- 
animously and without debate’ ” ? 

I shall now undertake to answer the question which 
you raise, and since you have raised the question, I ask 
that my answer be published. 

First, I am unalterably opposed to this bill, and if I 
had been present at the time Mr. Dempsey made the 
unanimous consent request for the immediate considera- 
tion and passage of the bill, I would have objected to it 

Second, I was not present because it is physically im- 
possible to be on the floor of the House every single 
minute. I have been present perhaps more than an 
other Member. My record of response to roll calls in- 
dicates this. 

The reason why this bill escaped by attention, as well 
as that of various other progressive-minded Members of 
the House is as follows: The Speaker does not recognize 
any Member for the purpose of propounding a unanimous 
consent request for the immediate consideration and en- 
actment of any bill unless the bill is deemed to be non 
controversial. Certainly, no-one can by any stretch of the 
imagination consider the Dempsey. bill to be non con- 
troversial. Hence, I felt that this bill would have to be 
considered in accordance with the rules and regulations of 
the House, and that it would not be considered by un- 
animous consent request because of its highly controversial 
character. 

On Page 4465 of the Congressional Record of March 
23rd, the Speaker of the House stated as follows: ‘The 





Chair has agreed to recognize the gentleman to submit 
a unanimous consent to consider this bill with the under- 
standing it will not be controversial and will not consume 
any time’’. 

If you will refer to the Congressional Record of that 
date you will notice that the House convened at 12 noon. 
The Chaplain read the prayer, and immediately after the 
reading of the prayer the Speaker recognized Mr. Dempsey, 
and in recognizing him made the above statement. 

It is my most considered judgment that Mr. Dempsey 
had no justification to inform the Speaker that the Bill 
was non controversial. It is also my most considered 
judgment that the Speaker erred in considering the bill 
non-controversial. 

I arrived in the Chamber exactly 15 minutes after 12, 
and was informed that the Bill had been passed by this 
procedure. Under the rules there is nothing that I can 
do. A motion to reconsider had already been laid on the 
table by the same procedure and at the same time the 
bill was considered. 

I trust that this answers your question as to my activity 
with regard to this bill. I urge all friends of immigrants 
to write appeals to the Members of the United States 
Senate against the enactment of the Dempsey Bill. There 
are many more vicious pieces of legislation before Con- 
gress such as the Hobbs concentration camp bill and the 
Smith bill. For fear that these bills also might be deemed 
to be “non-controversial”, and therefore considered by 
means of unanimous consent, I have made it my business 
to remain steadily on the floor of the House from the 
very beginning of the session to the very end of the ses- 
sion each day so as to be ready to object when these bills 
come up. 


Vitro MARCANTONIO 
Rep. 20th Dist. New York 
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DEFEAT “ANTI-ALIEN™ BILLS 
Sir:— 
N EDITORIAL in your April issue on the Dempsey 
Bill, H. R. 4860 has been called to our attention. 
We wish to commend your publication for speaking out 
against this vicious anti-democratic and anti-American 
measure. 

This bill was passed by deceit and trickery, on the basis 
that the bill is not “controversial”, immediately after the 
session opened and before all of the Congressmen were 
assembled. 

The Dempsey Bill is being masqueraded as an “‘anti- 
alien” bill, and many Congressmen on the floor at the 
time it was passed were under that impression. This bill 
is much more far-reaching than its contents signify. It is 
an anti-democratic and anti-American measure. Under the 
provision of this bill, any non-citizen who advocates any 
change in the American form of government, or who is 
a member of any organization that advocates any change 
in the American form of government, could be deported. 

This, in effect, would prevent any organization which 
has even one non-citizen member from supporting legisla- 
tion, petitioning Congress or supporting any measure that 
might be in any way interpreted as ‘changing the Amer- 
ican form of government.” American citizens would be 
denied the right of free speech. And such a bill was passed 
unanimously on the basis that it was non-controversial. 

There are other, similar measures, of a like nature. The 
Hobbs Bill would establish concentration camps for non- 
citizens ordered deported for whom passports cannot be 
obtained to carry out their deportation. This is paraded as 
another “‘anti-alien’’ bill but, in effect, would establish the 
concentration camp as a legal institution in this country. 

There is the Smith Omnibus Bill, which incorporates 
all of the features of. the Dempsey and the Hobbs Bill 
and, in addition, would register and fingerprint all non- 
citizens. This last provision would serve to regiment the 
entire American population, since American citizens would 
be forced to carry identification and proof of citizenship 
with them at all times to prove that they were not non- 
citizens. 

In your editorial, you state: “Where were the liberals 
in the House? We understand that Congressman Mar- 
cantonio is a member of the advisory board of the Amer- 
ican Committee for Protection of Foreign Born. Where 
was he when the bill was passed ‘unanimously and with- 
out debate’?’” Congressman Marcantonio, as you point 
out, is a member of our Advisory Board. We have studied 
the events surrounding the passage of the Dempsey Bill 
in the House. 

We wish to say that Congressman Marcantonio was not 
on the floor of the House at the time the Dempsey Bill 
was passed and that he is not to be blamed for its passage. 








ERNST HARTHERN'S NOVEL 


A Romance of Pioneers in Palestine 


HOME AT LAST 


“A thrilling chapter of modern history 
.. . beautiful and disturbing.” 
— Saturday Review of Literature. 
“A spiritual significance—primarily for 
Jews in the face of terrible tragedy, but 
underneath for all men everywhere.” 
— New York Times. 
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He was well-aware of the implications of the bill and had 
notified us that he would oppose the bill when it came 
up for a hearing on the floor of the House. 

The other members of the House from New York 
should be informed of the threat to our American in- 
stitutions contained in these “‘anti-alien” bills and we feel 
that it would carry most weight if the readers of the 
JEWIsH FRONTIER were to write to the United States 
Senators from their State asking for the defeat of the 
Dempsey Bill, H. R. 4860, and to their Representatives 
in the House of Representatives asking for the defeat of 
the Hobbs Bill, H. R. 5643, and for the defeat of the 
Smith Bill, H. R. 5138. 

We wish to thank you for your cooperation. 

IRVING NOVICK, 
Acting Secretary 
American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born 
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BREAK THE ROUTINE AND MAKE HILLTOP 
YOUR HOME FOR A DAY, A WEEK OR A 
MONTH. ALL FACILITIES FOR A GLORIOUS, 
ACTIVE VACATION, OR A QUIET REST. 


¢ ALL SPORTS 
Swimmlng - Handball - Basketball - Golf - Ping 
Pong - Fishing - Boating—ALL ON PREMISES 


e ALSO.... 
New cottages with private showers - Countless 


improvements for the 1939 Season. 


SPECIAL RATES UP TO MAY 25th 
$18 per Week © Week-Ends: $3.50 Per Day 


Under Direction of 
PAUL WOLFSON and SOL ROTHAUSER 


New York Office: 
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LEAGUE FOR LABOR PALESTINE 








ACTIVITIES OF THE 
CHAPTERS 


Shekel Campaign 


The League Chapters throughout 
the country are now working assidu- 
ously in promoting the sale of shkolim 
for the 21st World Zionist Congress. 
In each city there is a local Labor 
Zionist Shekel Committee, on which 
the League is represented. 


BROOKLYN: The general rallies 
of the Brooklyn League have grown 
phenomenally. The last rally held at 
the Brooklyn Jewish Center, was at- 
tended by 350 people. The latest 
Palestine film ‘Meet the Challenge” 
was the main attraction. At the end 
of last month, the Brooklyn Council 
had its annual “Gala Affair” winding 
up the campaign for the Youth Proj- 
ect and the “Geverkshaften.” Mau- 
tice Samuel delivered one of his most 
inspiring addresses. Musical selections 
were rendered by leading German 
refugee artists, Hilda Lind, soprano, 
and Herman Conrad, baritone, Salva- 
dor Ley, pianist, and by the Choral 
Society of the League, under the 
direction of Av Soltes, with Channa 
Amsterdam as soloist. Mr. Harry A. 
Harrison, chairman, Brooklyn Chapter, 
was master of ceremonies. Dr. Alex- 
ander S. Kohanski, National Secretary, 
greeted in the name of the League. 


BRONX COUNCIL: Closed its 
annual dirve for the Geverkshaften 
and the Youth Training Promect with 
a Bazaar held at Wilkins Hall. Philip 
tannor and Samuel Goldstein, co- 
chairmen of the Drive, and Mrs. 
Samuelson, chairman of the Bazaar 
reported that a total of over $3,000 
has been raised by the Bronx League 
this year. 

WILLIAMSBURGH: A Palestine 
Night was sponsored by the League 
at the Williamsburgh Y.M & Y.W.H. 
A. last month. Mrs. Israel Goldstein, 
chairman of the Women’s Division of 
the Palestine Pavillion was the guest 
speaker. The League Choral Society, 
irected by Av Soltes, rendered Pales- 
tine Songs. Messages of greetings 
were received from Governor Lehman, 
Boro President Ingersoll, John Hay- 
ness Holms and Grover A. Whalen. 
Mr. S. Sebulkin, Secretary of the ‘‘Y,” 
greeted in the name of his organiza- 
tion. Dr. A. S. Kohanski, presided. 


CHICAGO: Miss Rena, Rothen- 
berg, secretary of the Lakeview 


Chapter has sent in an account of 
their quota for the Geverkshaften and 
the Project. 


BRONX YOUTH GROUP: Spon- 
sored a Shekel rally at the University 
Heights Jewish Center, which is their 
regular meeting place. Seymour Mar- 
kowitz, chairman of the Cultural 
Committee, was in charge of arrange- 
ments. 

HOUSTON: Rabbi A. Blumenthal, 
Chairman, writes of the active partici- 
pation of the League in the local 
Shekel Campaign. 

PHILADELPHIA: Had its annual 
Donor Dinner for the Youth Train- 
ing Project. Rabbi Levi A. Olan, of 
Temple Emanuel, Worcester, Massa- 
chusetts, delivered the principal ad- 
dress and Dr. Alexander S. Kohanski, 
greeted in the name of the National 
Office. Channah Amsterdam pattici- 
pated in the musical program. The af- 
fair left an indellible impression on 
all those who were present. Rabbi 
Abraham E. Millgram was chairman 
of the Project Committee, assisted by 
Mrs. B. Cutler, Mrs. R. Moul and 
Mrs. M. Kushner, the Chairman of 
the Chapter, Mrs. Herman Lazarus, 
was master of ceremonies. 








Conducted by 
BUREAU OF JEWISH EDUCATION 
New York City 
$165 Season $90 Half Season 
Boys and Girls 6-17 
Two hours from city; six miles from 
Port Jervis. Non-commercial camps. 
Jewish Cultural Program, Dietary Laws 
Observed, Mature Supervision. Beautiful 
Grounds, All Sports, Gardening. 
Apply 
71 West 47th Street, New York City 
BRyant 9-0850 
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estate. 150 acres of most 
beautiful country. 
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\ center Hotel, 108 W. 43rd St., N. Y. C.? 
Fine Musical Program - Large Dance Orchestra 
1. 


Buffet - Proceeds for the benefit of ~“ 
Ferband-Poale-Zion Shulen 


Special invitation to our Youth Groups \ 
Admission 59c j 
An enjoyable evening assured to all 
Come and bring your friends and family \ 
Arranged by the \ 
NEW YORK COUNCIL 
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An *Artist Invites You 
to. . . his 100 acre farm 
. glorious country 
. superlative cooking 
. congenial company 
. seasonal sports and fun 
. . . fireplace, books 
Just 55 miles from New York 
at Hopewell Junction, N. Y. 


Low Winter Rates: 
$18.00 Weekly - - $3.50 Daily 


& 
*G. A. PODORSON 
250 PARK AVE.,N.Y. —PLaza 3-8926 








CEJWIN CAMPS 


PORT JERVIS, N. Y. 


Progressive Cultural Camps 
Ideal for Jewish Children 


TWENTY SUCCESSFUL SEASONS 


Land and water sports, aesthetic activities, 
cultural influences, Sabbath observance. 


Send for Descriptive Booklet 


Rates: $150 for Season; Slightly 
Higher for Children Under 10 Years 


A. P. SCHOOLMAN, Director 
125 East 85th St., N. Y. C. 


EE BERG eR 
New York's Leading Kosher 
Caterers 
For the Finest of Functions at All of 


New York's Leading Hotels 








Paramount Caterers 





Main Office 
601 WEST 183rd STREET 
New York City 
WAshington Heights 7-3780-1 
WEINSTOCK & ZISKIN, Hosts 








FOR GIRLS FOR BOYS 
American Summer Camps with Jewish Ideals 


LAKE GEORGE, CANAAN, MAINE 
Highest Standards in Physical Care and 
ucational Activities—Organized 1922 
Write for Booklets: 

Mrs. I. B. Berkson, 8 W. 40th St., N. Y. C. 
Tel.: PEnnsylvania 6-8576 
Directors: 

Dr. I. B. Berkson Dr. A. M. Dushkin 
Mr. A. P. Schoolman 








SERVED AT ITS BEST” 


“DAIRY FOOD 





2270 BROADWAY, N. Y. C. 
Between 81st-82nd Streets 
ENdicott 2-2030 








28 


IN THE POALE ZION 


PARTY 
Petition in England 

The New York office of the Poale 
Zion has received a detailed account 
of the petition activity which was car- 
ried through successfully by the Poale 
Zion of England. The petition, inau- 
gurated immediately after the pogroms 
in Germany, demanded of the British 
Government to keep the doors of 
Palestine open for German refugees. 
In this petition, the Poale Zion were 
aided by several of the Jewish Trade 
Unions and branches of the Work- 
men’s Circle. The British Labor Party 
as well as certain sections of the 
Liberal party endorsed the activity. It 
was circulated among 2,000 branches 
of the British Labor Party. The Brit- 
ish press, particularly the London 
Times, the Daily Herald and the Man- 
chester Guardian had commented 
favorably on the petition. Large mass 
meetings of Jewish and non-Jewish 
labor organizations were held in 
Leeds, London, and Liverpool and 
were addressed by Dov Hoz, Berl 
Locker, and Goldie Myerson. More 
than a half a million signatures were 
obtained for this petition. 

In conjunction with this activity, 
the Poale Zion of England issued a 
170 page book “British Labour Policy 
on Palestine’ a colléction of docu- 
ments, speeches and articles, with an 
introduction by J. S. Middleton, sec- 
retary of the British Labor Party which 
was widely circulated in England. 


Jewish National Fund Conference 
The Jewish National Fund Con- 
ference which was held in Chicago on 
April 15,-16, worked out elaborate 
plans for the intensification of J.N.F. 
activities and for the attainments of 
large loans. The Party and the entire 
Labor Zionist movement were well 
represented at the Convention. Hayim 
Greenberg delivered an address on the 
present political situation in Zionism; 
David Wertheim greeted the Con- 
ference in the name of the entire 
Labor Zionist Movement; and Louis 
Segal rendered a report on the most 
recent activity of the Labor Depart- 
ment of the J.N.F.—the Leon Blum 
project. 
Meyer L. Brown in New York 
Meyer L. Brown, formerly General 
Secretary of the Poale Zion in Amer- 
ica and President of the Jewish Na- 
tional Workers’ Alliance, who has 
been residing in Palestine for the past 
few years came to America for a 
brief visit. During the past two weeks 
he has addressed a number of con- 
ferences and mass meetings on the 
political situation in Palestine and on 
the forthcoming Zionist Congress. 


Shekel Campaign 


' The Shekel Campaign is now in 
full swing throughout the United 
States and Canada. To stimulate the 
work, the Shekel Committee has ar- 
ranged a country-wide tour with Ba- 
ruch Zuckerman who is scheduled to 
visit the following cities: Winnipeg— 
May 1; Chicago—May 3; Kansas 
City—4, 5; St. Louis—6, 7; Cincin- 
nati—9; Pittsburgh—10; Detroit—11, 
12; Buffalo—13; Rochester—14; Tor- 
onto—15, 16; New York—17; Phila- 
delphia—18. 








PHILADELPHIA 


WAIST & DRESS 
JOINT BOARD 

















PHILADELPHIA JOINT BOARD 
CLOAK & SKIRT MAKERS’ 
UNION, L. L. G. W. U. 


LOUIS BULKIN, Manager 
SIMON DAVIDSON, Secretary 
GEO. RUBIN, Vice-President 
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OPEN ALL YEAR 
Formerly Lewisohn's Estate 
CENTRAL VALLEY NEW YORK 


40 miles from N. Y., 225 acres of woodland- 
mountains, 5 miles of paths. Tennis, golf, 
handball, swimming, and riding. Library, con- 
genial atmosphere. Excellent cuisine. Adults. 
Telephone: Management: 
Highland Mills 7895 FANNIE GOLDBERG 




















CAMP CHI-WAN-DA 
For BOYS and GIRLS 
ULSTER PARK, NEW YORK 


We present a modern cultural environment 
for your children. All cabins with_ latest 
improvements. Reasonable rates. _ Dietary 
Laws Observed. For full information write 
or call for booklet. 
JACOB I. DOROSHKIN, Director 
- 1729 67th Street, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
BEnsonhurst 6-5208 
New York Office: 


545 Fifth Avenue Murray Hill 2-4218 

















DIX 9N — wD 70 
When In 


TEL AVIV 


Stop on the 
Seashore at 


HOTEL FISH 


“The Center of English-Speaking Jews’ 
Modern Conveniences, Operated by 
Americans, Patronized by Leading 
Jews, American Table and Hygiene 
Abraham Fish, C. C. N. Y. ‘14, looks 
forward to greeting fellow alumni 
on their visits to Eretz Israel 
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Greetings 


CAKE BAKERS’ UNION 


H. HORWITZ, Chairman 
N. ERLICH, Business Manager 
J. BLESS, Secretary 




















—— a aaaeee etter 
May Day Greetings 
NEW YORK CLOTHING 
CUTTERS’ UNION 
22 EAST 15th STREET 


MURRAY WEINSTEIN, Manager 
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May Day Greetings 
from 
BAKERS’ UNION, LOCAL 507 
NATHAN WEISSMAN, Secretary 























The 
PATRICIAN 
Kosher Caterers of Distinction 


Functions arranged for at lead- 
ing hotels, synagogues, your 
home, our own ballrooms. 


- 151 West 51st STREET 
CIRCLE 7-7068 


MRS, L, SCHULTZ 














MRS, I, ROSOFF 























LOCAL TEN 
OF THE 
CHILDREN JACKET MAKERS’ 
UNION 
OF THE 


AMALGAMATED CLOTHING 
WORKERS 


SENDS IS GREETINGS ON 
MAY DAY 


D. ARONSON, Chairman 




















